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compu.lsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. 

3612-. By Mr. SPEAKS : Petition signed by l\lrs. A. L. Gil· 
more and some 50 citizens of Columbus, urging the enactment 
of legislation increasing pension rate of Civil War soldiers 
and survivors; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3613. Also, petition signed by Fred B. Lytle, Columbus, Ohio, 
and some 137 residents of Franklin County, Ohio, protesting 
against the enactment of House bill 78; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

3614. Also, petition signed by C. W. Kussmaul and some 14 
other citizens of Columbn , favoring the enactment of legisla
tion increasing pension rate.· of Civil War veterans and widows; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3615. By l\Ir. YON: Petition of G. A. Hawkins and 109 other 
citizens of Bay County. Fla., protesting against the pas~age of 
the unday observance bill (H. R. 78) ; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

SENATE 
Fnm.AY, Febr nary 10, 19:28 

(Legislatit·e day of TliAI1'Sday, Februat·y 9, 1928) 

The Senate reassembled at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expi
ration of the receRs. 

PRE. IDE-'Tl.AL TERMS 

The YICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, Senate Resolution 128. 

The Senate r esumed the consideration of the resolution 
(S. Re . 128) submitted by Mr. LA FoLLETTE, as follows: 

Rcsoll;e(Z, That it is the sense of the Senate that tbe precedent 
established by Washington and other Presidents of the United States in 
retiring ft·om the presidential office aftPL· their second term bas become, 
by universal concurrence, a part of our republican system of government, 
and tha t any departure from this time-honored custom would be unwise, 
unpatriotic, and fraught with peril to our free institutions; and be it 
furthff ' 

R esol ved, That the Senate commends the obset·vance of this precedent 
by the President. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, if this were a re::;.olution submit
ting an amendment to the Constitution providing for not more 
than one or two terms for a President, there might be much 
urged in favor of it. It does nothing of the kind. It proposes 
no action by the Senate. It propo ·es no study or legislation 
and not even an investigation of any sort. The pa. sage of the 
resolution, in my judgment, amounts to nothing more than the 
declaration of 49 or more Senators that in their judgment the 
people of the country are not competent to select their President. 

Mr. President, I can not subscribe to any such doctrine. I 
shall vote against the resolution and await with interest the 
vote of Senators who ·e party slogan a few years ago was " Let 
the people rule." Nor can I subscribe to the declaration in the 
resolution tllat leaving the selection of their President to the 
American people would be " unwise, unpatriotic, and. fraught 
with peril to our free institutions." Such a reflection as that 
upon the American people is wholly unwarranted and unjus· 
titled. If there is such danger in h·usting the people, let an 
amendment be submitted to the Constihltion restricting or lim
iting the terms of their Presidents, and give the people the 
opportunity of deciding as to whether or not they want to limit 
themselves further as to the selection of their Presidents. 

Mr. EDGE and Mr. HARlliSON suggested the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen· 

a tors answered to their names: 
Ashurst F erris McKellar 
Ba rkley F ess l\IcLean 
Bingham Fletcher McMaster 
Black Frazier Mc~ary 
Blaine George Mayfield 
Blease Gerry Metcalf 
Bora h Gillett Moses 
Bt·atton GJass Neely 
Brookhart Gooding Norbeck 
Brou~sard Gould Norris 
Bruce Greene Nye 
Capper IIarris Oddie 
Cat·away IIarri~on Overman 
Copeland HaW('S Pine 
Couzens Hayden Pit tman 
Cm·tis Hetlin Ran dell 
Cutt ing Howell Reed, Pn. 
Dale Johnson Robinson Ark. 
Deneen .Jones Robinson. Ind. 
Dill K('nnt·ick Sackett 
Edge King Schall 
Edwards La l<'ollette Sheppard 

Shipstead 
Shortridge 
Simmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Steck 
Steiwer 
Stephens 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Tyson 

~:!~ll~rl'>Iass. 
Wabb, Mont. 
Warren 
Waterman 
Watson 
Willis 

l'llr. JOXES. I desire to a·nnounce that the junior Senator . 
from New Hampshire [Mr. KEYES] is necessarily absent on 
official busine ·s. 

The VICE PRESIDEKT. Eighty-SL"{ Senators having an
swered to their names, a quorum is present. 

1\lr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I crave the indulgence of 
the Senate while I discuss, and I hope briefly, a resolution 
which I venture to suggest has no place in this body. I apolo· 
gize, therefore, for taking up the time of the Senate upon a 
subject such as this; but perhaps I will be pardoned in view 
of the example which has been set. . 

1\Ir. President, I keep uppermost in my mind the Constitution 
of our country. That Constitution was framed by wisdom and 
ratified by a patriotic people. Under that Constitution we have 
grown from weakness unto strength, from a Nation of three ancl 
one-half millions of people to a mighty Republic of over 
110,000,000, from a little Nation to one of the greatest and the 
most prosperous on the earth. 

Nattirally the pending resolution has brought to our atten
tion the father of our country. All the re om·ces of lofty and " 
loving eloquence have been exhausted in vain attempts to por
tray the greatness and the genius for war and government of 
Washington. Orators, poets, historical writer:::;, philosophers on 
go-.ernment, each in his turn has paid tribute to the father 
of our country. The character of Washington, hi· words, his 
thoughts. his example have properly and naturally been brought 
to our attention, and before I shall have fini ·hed I hope to quote 
the very words of 'Vashington in re~pect to the very matter 
embraced within the resolution before us. 

I digress to say aside that I have been somewhat surprised 
that Senators have not consulted the writings of \Vashington; 
not what has been said of him in eulogy, but what he, the wise 
man, the patJ.·iotic man, the great man, said in respect of this 
very proposition, namely, the- eligibility or ineligibility of the 
occupant of the presidential office. I now say at the very 
out~et that if we read what he wrote we shall see that George 
Washington saw no danger to the Republic in leaving it to the 
wisdom and the patriotism of the people of America to choose 
their President. 

I say with respect, as I remarked in passing a moment ago, 
that a resolution of this sort has no place in the Senate. This 
is a legislative body. The Constitution very wisely divides our 
Government into three great departments--the legislative, with 
certain delegated power; the executive, with well-defined 
power; and the judicial, with power to interpret, to construe 
the Constitution and the laws made in pursuance thereof, and 
laws _enacted by the different State· to determine whether 
those laws run counter to the supreme law of the Constitu
tion or laws made in pursuance thereof. 

1\lr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator yield at 
that point? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
California yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

1\lr. SHORTRIDGE. I yield. 
l\Ir. BINGHAM. The Senator has said that the Senate is a 

legislative body. Has he forgotten that it recently considered 
itself to be judicial? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I had. I should add that while it is a 
legislative body, its functions may be divided into three parts: 
First, legislative power proper; second, advisory power in the 
matter of treaties and certain Federal offices; and, third, judi
cial power when it comes to sit as a court or a body of im
peachment. So the purpose and essence of this resolution can 
not fall within any one of these three functions which tile 
Senate specifically has under the Constitution. 

Ah, it may be said that this is a mere idle remark; but, Mr. 
President, if this resolution is proper to be entertained, proper 
to be discussed, taking the time of the Senate for hours and 
days, then it is quite easy to suggest that there are :many other 
resolutions that might well, with equal propriety, be intJ.·oduced 
and disposed of. This resolution might well be debated by 
members of some kindergarten school in some remote village; 
but the Senate of the United States is not the place for its 
consideration. However, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA. 
FoLLETI'E], seeing the pillars of the Republic trembling and the 
"wide arch of the ranged empire" collapsing, and fearing that 
Plymouth Rock may be taken up and thrown into the sea, intro· 
duces tltis moth-eaten resolution. 

It has afforded a coveted 'opportunity for Senators to ills
play knowledge of a few scraps of history; and it has enabled 
some St'nators to unleash their tongues, rush to the door of 
the temple of liberty, and beat back the enemies of the 
Republic-as though to-day, in this year of our Lord 1928, an 
enemy was at our gate, that Hannibal was ·within sight of 
Rome. 
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Since I see my scholarly friencl from Utah [Mr. KING] 

smiling. for his mind goes back over the past and he knows 
something of the history of the world, I wonder what would 
have been said in the Roman Senate when Hannibal was 
within a few miles f1·om Rome, out there on the Appian Way, 
if some senator in his toga had risen and introduced a resolu
tion that no general of the Roman Army should be appointed 
or reelected a third time-if it bad been suggested that Fabius 
be dismissed! As Senators familiar with history know, if a 
Roman senator had made such a proposition in the Roman 
Senate he would have be,en hurled from the Tarpeian Rock; 
he would have been regarded as another Catiline. 

Mr. President, what is the meaning of this resolution? 
Mr. l\.TEJELY. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

California yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I yield with pleasure. 
1\Ir. NEELY. I hope that the scholarly and eloquent states

man from California does not mean to intimate that Senators 
will, by supporting the La Follette resolution, become as infa
mous as Catiline, who murdered his brother-in-law and con
spired to overthrow the government of his country. 

1\fr. SHORTRIDGE. No; but I am prompted to say that it 
seems to me that any Senator who votes for this immediate res
olution is afraid of the people of the United States of America, 
or, perhaps, thinks that we have sunk to that depth of political 
depravity suggested by Washlngton in his letter to Lafayette 
when we may not rely upon the people of the Republic. 

Mr. ROBINSON of .Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Sena· 
tor yield to me? 
-Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes; I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The plain inference from the 
Senator's remarks is that he favors a third term for the Chief 
Executive? 

1\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. Not at all. I will make myself plain; 
it will not be necessa1·y to draw an inference. I generally at
tempt to make myself clearly understood. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. But the Senator has stated 
that it is almost treasonable for other Senators to support a 
J'esolution declaring against a third term for the Chief Execu
tive. What other inference could one draw from his remarks? 

. Mr. SHORTRIDGE. You may draw this inference, I will say 
to the Senator from Arkansas, that any Senator to-day who 
feels it necessary to warn against a third term for the Presi
dent must have reached the conclusion referred to by Washing~ 
ton, that he fears the people have become so debauched, so lost 
to political virtue, so cooled off in their reverence for the 
Constitution and the laws, that we may not trust them. I do 
not occupy that position, and I do not think the Senator from 
Arkansas does ; I am sure he does not. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Will the Senator inform the 
Senate whether he favors a third term for the Chief Executive? 

.Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I can imagine conditions, such as Wash
ington points out, when it would be the patriotic duty of the 
Nation or of the people of the United States to continue in 
their service a chosen Chief Executive, the Commander in Chief 
of their Army and Navy. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. "\Yell, if I understand the 
Senator, my first inference was coiTect, namely, if the Senator 
thinks the country has a good President that President is justi~ 
:fied in seeking a third term or the people are justified in 
supporting him for a third term. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The Senator, of course, will utterly fail 
in attempting to state my position wrongly; be does not do it 
intentionally; but I say this: I am going to leave this matter 
with the people of the United States. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. We shall all do that. 
l\fr. SHORTRIDGE. Of course we shall. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. We shall all do that if any 

President--
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Let us do it, then. 

, Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. If any President chooses to 
violate the precedent about which we are speaking; but I do 
not feel that there is anything treasonable or· cowardly in a 
Senator expressing his adherence to what has become the 
accepted policy of the Nation. 

!fr. SHORTRIDGE. I will discuss that, but I a,m not imput
ing treason. I am saying-and I shali not longer be diverted
that I am willing to trust the people; and I do not think they 
are ealling upon the Senator from Arkansas or upon me or 
upon other Senators here tQ legi&late for them or to pass any 
such resolution. I have faith in the people of the United 
States. I believe the people of the Senator's great State and 
of my State love the ConstitutiQn to-~ay better and· have greater 

faith ln our form of government than they ever had befo~e. 
And therefor~· · -

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Is the Senator--
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Pardon me. Therefore-and I repeat 

myself over and over again-this seems to me to be an un~ 
timely resolution; it is an unwise resolution·; ·nor is it true, so . 
far as treason is concerned, that it would be unpatriotic for. 
the people of America in a great emergency to continue iJli 
service a President whQ had carried i:he Nation on, even if it be. 
so for two elected terms. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Washington had done tha.t, 
had be not? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Of course, he had. 
M~. ROBINSON of Arkansas. And Washington decried 

against a third term. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. He did not, Senator-pardon the em

lJhasis. Washington never uttered one word against it. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Does the Senator think the 

~xample of Washington tends to support the policy of third 
terms for Pre idents? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The example of Wa hington ~s known t() 
the world. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes. 
M1'. SHORTRIDGE. I will answer now-it is out of the 

order of my thought, but perhaps it is just as well to pause 
right here. 

1\Ir. NEELY. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

California yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Pardon me; I will yield presently. Let 

me first courteously reply to the Senator from .Arkansas. 
Mr. NEELY. I wish only to ask the Senator a question. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Well, what thought is bursting out? 

What is it? 
Mr. NEELY. Is the Senator's belief coextensive with hi ini

ptication that all Senators who support the La Follette resolu
tion should be hurled from the Tarpeian Rock to political 
oblivion? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. No; I hope the Senator from West Vir:
ginia will live in a Lucullan banquet room the rest of his life. 
But I wish to say here that I may move an amendment to this 
resolution providing that no Senator with a six-yea1· term shall 
ever be elected for a third term. That is fraught with great 
danger. The power that is developed in the Senate---

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, would ~t not greatly distress the 
Senator from California if the Senate should adopt his sug
gested UIUendLnent? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. No. I am entering upon my second 
term, and I will trust to the whirligig of politics. 

MJ.·. PITTMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. PITTMAN. There is one thought that occurs to me iJi 

view of the Senator's argument that the resolution bas no 
p:t:oper place in the Senate. · 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. It has not 
Mr. PITTMAN. The thought occurs to me that the resolution 

is necessary in defense of the candidates for the Presidency on 
the Republican side of the Senate. Does not the Senator believe 
that the only possible excuse for Republican Senators being 
candidates · fo1· the Pl'esidency is the fact that they believe 
Pre ident Coolidge meant what he said? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. l\ly reply to my learned friend from 
the far West--

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Not so far west. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. My reply is that I am not speaking of 

persons to-day, unless it be the great George Washington. I 
am not thinking of the present occupant of the White House; 
I am not thinking of any man ; I am thinking of our form of 
government and the power of the people of this Republic to 
choose their officers, including their President. I am not think
ing of any particular Democratic or Republican candidate for 
that high office, though they are as-

Thick as autumnal leaves that strow tbe brooks in Vallombrosa. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I understand that the Senator is making a. 
serious argument, and I think it is a serious question which is 
involved. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. It is. 
Mr. PITT.UAN. But I do think it is unkind, not to say 

cruel, that the Senator should say to all the other Senators 
he1·e, if there are any who are not candidates, that they shall . 
be debarred from supporting the position taken by the candi
dates who are membm:s of this body. I think that any Senator 
here has an absolute right to be a candidate for the Presidency, 
and I think that his sincerity should not be que. tioned, and 
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when we have Republican Senators daily announcing their can
didacy we can not allow it to be considered by the country that 
their action is treasonable to their President. I think we should 
state as a Senate that we believe that the candidates who are 
now meml>ers of the Senate firmly believe that the President of 
the United States was sincere when he said he was not going 
to run. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Well, many are called but few are 
chosen. [Laughter.] I grant that every distinguished, learned, 
scholarly, and ambitious Member of the Senate has a constitu
tional right to run for the Presidency and may be eligible in
tellectually and otherwise. I am offering no bar to any Senator 
here who may desire to run for the office. 

l\Ir. PITTMAN. I know; but I do not think the Senator 
meant to reflect upon the Senators who are candidates. 

1.\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. Oh, no; not at all. 
1\lr. PITTMAN. I did not want that idea to get out, when 

the Senator said that he was n<~t thinking about the senatorial 
candidates. There are a great many people who are thinking 
of the senatorial candidates. It is possible that some of them 
will be nominated. As a matter of fact, there is no reason 
why some of them should not be nominated, in my opinion. As 
a matter of fact, there are none of them but that I should like 
to see nominated. 

l\Ir. ~"'EELY. l\Ir. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. \Veil, time is running on and we have 

not eternity at our disposal. 
l\Ir. NEELY. The Senator's quotation of one of Milton's 

classical and mellifluous expressions reminds me of a stanza 
of Byron's Destruction of Sennacherib, which is as follows : 

Like the leaves of the forest whe.n summer is gree.n, 
That host with their banners at sunset were seen ; 
Like the leaves of the forest when autumn hath blown, 
That host on the morrow lay wither"d and strown! 

Does the Senator from California realize that all but one of 
the Republican candidates for the presidential nomination will 
ine\itably be overtaken by a fate similar to that which over
whelmed the Assyrian host? 
· 1\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. That is very beautiful; but the word 
"green" suggests to me this: I have a little touch of Irish in 
me, and I do not care what color you paint your barns down in 
West Virginia, provided it is green. 

l\lr. NEELY. Unless there is a change of administration, 
we shall not even be able to whitewash them. 

l\lr. SHORTRIDGE. Well, it will be a Republican Senator 
that will come back from West Virginia next time. Pardon me 
for saying that. 

~lr. NEELY. In which improbable event the people of West 
Virginia would suffer a dire calamity. · 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Now, returning to my friend from 
Arkansas, let me quote what Washington said upon th~s imme
diate point of ineligibility to the presidential office, if that be a 
proper way to express it. 

In a letter addressed to Lafayette in 1789 among other 
thiugs he said what I shall read in a moment. May I pause ro 
say Washington was discussing, in correspondence with Lafa
vette, our Constitution. Of course, we know the great love that 
e~'isted between Lafayette and Washington-<me of those beau
tiful affections, sexless love, ennobling love of man for man. 
He opened his heart to Lafayette-! hope that is a good phrase 
to use-and he said : 

On the general merits of this proposed Constitution, I wrote to you 
some time ago my sentiments pretty freely. • • • There are other 
points in which opinions would be more likely to vary. As for i.nstance, 
on tbe i.neligibility of the same perso.n for Preside.nt, after be should 
have served a certai.n course of years. Guarded so effectually as the 
proposed Constitution is, i.n respect ·to the choice of President, I co.nfess 
I dift'er widely myself from Mr . .Teff'erson and you, as to the necessity 
or expediency of rotation in that appointment. The matter was fairly 
discussed i.n the co.nventio.n-

Senators i.;emember all that discussion, and it is not necessary 
to take Up the time here to go back anu quote fL;Om the debates 
in the Constitutional Convention. Washington sat there pre
siding; he listened to all those arguments, and he said: 

The matter was fairly discussed i.n the convention, and to my full 
conviction, though I can not have time or room to sum up the argument 
i.n this letter, there ca.n not, in my judgme.nt, be the least danger that 
the President will by any practicable intrigue ever be able to conti.nue 
himself one moment i.n office, much less perpetuate himself i.n it, but i.n 
the last stage of corrupted morals and political depravity; and even 
then, there is as much danger that any other species of domi.nation 
would prevail. Though, when a people shall have become incapable of 
governing themseh'es, and fit for a master, it is of little consequence 

from what quarter he eomes. Under an extended view of this part of 
the subject, I can see no propriety in precluding ourselves from the serv
ices of any ma.n, who in some great emergency, shall be deemed univer
sally most capable of serving the public. 

I hope that the heralds of the morning, or of the dusky eve
ning, will quote that and let the people of the United States know, 
not what we say of George Washington, not what we think of 
him, but let the people know what George Washington said in 
his letter to l\larquis de Lafayette in 1789. I ha\e read' it, and 
I hope it will be reread and pondered. 

But, moreo\er, that is•not the only time when George Wash
ington spoke specifically on this very question of ineligibility, 
or the limiting of the term for a given man. 

1\Ir. ROBINSON of Arkansas. l\lr. President, will the Sena
tor yield? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes, Mr. President. 
Mr. ROBINS~N of A.I·kansas. Of course, we all know that 

there is no inhibition in the Constitution against a President 
who has served two terms succeeding himself. Is it the purpose 
of the Senator now to attempt to show that George Washing
ton favored third terms for President, and is it his purpose to 
show that it is sound public policy? 

l\lr. SHORTRIDGE. I am not setting out to show that, Mr. 
President. I am setting out now to show, as I said, that George 
Washington never expressed himself in hostility to a third term 
if there was a great emergency which called for a given man. 

l\1r. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Nevertheless, l\lr. President, 
when urged to become a candidate for a third term, when the 
Nation seemed to demand his services, when many great influ
ences were being brought to bear upon him to make the sacrifice, 
he declined to do so, and his action in declining under those con
ditions forms the basis of a policy which has become well estab
lished in the conscience and judgment of the great majority of 
the American people, in my opinion, namely, that no Chief Ex
ecutive should succeed himself after having served a second 
term. There is this consideration, too, which applies with some 
force to a second term, but not with equal force, namely, that 
a President who desires to do so can force his own renomination, 
for the simple reason that in nearly every convention that as
sembles a large number of the delegates consist of Federal 
officeholders, and a larger number, perhaps, consist of the rela
tives and friends of Federal officeholders; and within the' 1ast 
few years we have ~een an illustration of a President seeking 
to be nominated for a second term, whose nomination was en
compassed, when he was able to carry only two very small 
States. So that there is a power and an influence which accrues 
to one in a high office, particularly a high executive office, which 
enables that individual, if he chooses to exercise his power, to 
encompass his own preferment in spite of the will of the public. 

l\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. Yes; and then the people have the 
final say ; and I am standing with the people to-day. 

1\fr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Just to-day? Is that the 
only time the Senator proposes to stand by the veople? 

l\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. To-day, and all my life; and I claim 
the right of Arkansas to elect her Senators, too, notwithstand
ing the vote of this body. 

l\lr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That is a gratuitous conten
tion. I did not know that anybody had contradicted it. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The Democratic Party in Baltimore, 
in convention assembled-the great, historic Democratic Party, 
representing 48 States, good men and patriotic men, who 
loved their conntry-adopted solemnly a platform one plank of 
which was against a second term. I shall read it here in a 
moment. They nominated a great American. He kept us out 
of war; but when 1916 came along, forgetting their platform, 
they renominated him; and the people of America elected him. 
I do not cite that as indicating inconsistency or abandonment 
of principle. If I cite it for any immediate purpose, it is to 
show that finally the choice of a President rests with the 
people of America. 

Now, let me quote again what Washington said: 
There can not i.n my judgme.nt be the least danger that the Presi

dent will by any practicable intrigue ever be able to conti.nue himselr 
one moment iu office, much less perpetuate himself in it, but in the 
last stage o! corrupted morals and political depravity. 

Mr. President, I am not willing to admit, this day or any 
other day, tllat the American people have reached that depth· 
of moral or political depravity. I believe that the people of 
this country-men and women-are de\oted to the Consti
tution and will exercise a wise and discriminating judgment 
in the choice of a President. 

1\Ioreover, right on this point, in a letter to Bushrod Wash
ington, dated November 10, 1786, Washington said-and he 
speaks so much better than I can that I read his words-
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touching tbe safeguarils in tbe Constitution· against · the per
petun tion of power in one man or in a group of men : 

The po1cer under the Constitution win alu;aJis be in the people. It 
is intrusted for certain defined purposes and for a certain limited 
peliotl to representatives of their own choosing,. and whenever it is 
executed contrary to their interest or not agreeable to their wishes 
their servants can and undoubtedly will be recalled. It iS agreed on 
all bands that no government can be well administered without 
po~rs; yet the instant these are delegated. although those. who are 
intrusted with the administration are no more than the creatures of 
the people, act as it were but for a day, and are amenable for every 
false step they take, they are, from the moment they receive it, set 
down as tyrants; their natures, they would conceive from this, im
mediately changed, and tbat they -can have no other ·disposition but 
to oppre. s. Of these things, in a Gove1·nment constituted and guarded 
as ours is, I have no idea, and do firmly believe, that, whilst many 
ostcns,ble reasons are assigned to prevent the adoption of it, the real 
ones are concealed behind the curtains, because they are not of a 
nature to appear in open day. I believe, further, supposing them 
fewer, that as g1·eat evils result from too great jealousy as from the 
want of it. We need look, I think, no further for proof of this than 
to tile constitution of some, if not all, of these States. No man is a 
warmer advocate for proper restraints and wholesome checks in every 
department of government than I am, but I have never yet been able 
to tliscover the propriety of placing it absolutely out of the power of 
men to render ess.entinl services, because a possibility remains of their 
doing ill. . 

A little later, in a letter· written in 1788 to Lafayette, when 
the country was discussing the amending of the Articles of 
Confederation, Washington said, in assigning his reasons for 
the support of a constitution such as framed: · 

These powers-as the appointment of all rulers wni forever arise 
from, and at short-stated intervals recu.r to, the free · suffrage of the 
people-:u:e so disttibuted a:n1ong the legislative, executive, and judi
cial branches, into which the General Government is arranged, that it 
<'an ne>er be in danger of degenerating into a ~onarchy, an oligarchy, 
an aristocracy, or any other despotic or oppressive form, so long as 
th~re shall remain any virtue in the body of the people. 

So I set ont to say-and I did say-that there is no known 
writipg of Washington wherein be expresses the thought that 
tbe1·e should be a limit as to the election or reelection of a 
President any more than that there sbonld be a limit as to tbe 
election o1· reelection of a Senator or of a l\Iember of the 
Hou~e or as to- tbe election or reelection of a governor of one 
()f ou=r g1·eat and quasi-. overeign States. 

His example we know, and we know the words of Jefferson, 
but I have here quoted tbe Yery words of Washington, in which 
he says that he Wholly disagrees from Jefferson upon that 
proposition. As he repeatedly stated,- Washington was willing 
to lea\e the subject matter of the choice of a President to the 
people of the Republic, and I shall be surprised if any indus
trious, scholarly Senator will be able. to find any word in 
Washington's formal documents, in hi~ letters, in his private 
diary, in which he expressed a thought different from what he 
said to Lafayette in 1789. 

One word more on this remote historical period. We know 
that Washington did not wish to become President the ·first 
term; we know that. · After presiding over the convention in 
Philadelphla, and then going forth with John Marshall and 
others and urging ' the adoption of the Constitution, be retired 
to Mount Vernon, in tbe hope that there he would enjoy tbe 
]}leasnres and the satisfaction of private life. I have his words 
l1ere in respect to being called back into the public service for 
the first term, and after reading them, I will take tbe liberty of 
quoting from bim as to what be said as to a third term, in a 
reply to Lafayette. 

In 1789 George Washington said this, after the adoption of 
the Constitution by the several States: 

The choice of Senators, Representatives, and electors, which (ex
cepting il;l that of the last de, cription) took place at different times in 
tbe dH'ferent States, has alforded abunuant topics for domestic news 
since the beginning of autumn. * * • I will content myself with 
only · saying that the elections have been hitherto vastly more favorable 
thnn we con1u have expected. that Federal sentiments seem to be 
growing with uncommon rapidity, a.nd that tbis Lncreasing unanimity 

. is not les indicative of the good disposition than the good sense of the 
Americans. Did it not savor so much of partiality for my countrymen, 
I plight auu that I can not help flattering myself that the new Congress, 
on aecou.nt of the self-crea.ted respectability and various talents of its 
Members, will not be inferior to any assembly in the world. I most 
heartily wish the cboice--

I beg Senators to listen to this, for I hope to impress them 
with it-

. . 

1 most heartily wish the clioice to wb!ch you allude [election to the 
Presidency] may not fall on me. • • If I should conceive myself 
in a manner <.'onstrained to accept, I call Heaven to witness that this 
very act would be the greatest sacrifice of my personal feelings and 
wishes that I ever have been called upon to make. 

My movements to the chair of government.. will be accompanied by 
feelings not unlike those of a culprit" who is going to the place of his 
execution. • • • Integrity and firmness are all I can promise. 
These, be the voyage long or short, shall never forsake me, although 
I may be dese1·ted by all men; for, of the consolations which a1·e to 
be derived from these, under any circumstances, the world can not 
deprive me. 

Heaven knows tbat no event [election to the Presidency] can be less 
desired by me, and that no earthly consideration short of so general call, 
together with a desire to reconcile contending parties as far as in me 
lies, could again bring me into public life. 

We know wby be did not yield to the importunities of men to 
be elected after bis econd term. Late1·, in 1799, during the 
administr~tion of John Adams, when there bad grown up the 
Federalist ~nd the Anti-Federalist Parties, and John Adams 
betrayed little ability to carry on successfully, if you please, 
there was tben a mo•ement, in 1799, about the close of tbis 
intervening term of Adams, to call Washington back into the 
Presid{:'ncy for a third term, even as a great mass of Americans 
wanted to call Tbeodor;e Roosevelt back after an intervening 
term. We have here the words Of Washington in rega1·d to that 
matter, as to why he did not accept tbe call, and those of us 
familiar with that period well might blush when we recall the 
bitter, the ungenerous attacks tbat were made upon Washing1 
ton; Indeed, it is · St!id that if the smallpox had not broken out 
in Philadelphia during that pe1·iod be could not have walked the 
streets without open insult. Yet we · to-day bow in reverence 
before him and go down as pilg:t·ims to Mount Vernon. 

I repeat that in 1799, when John Adams's term was drawing 
to a clo!'le and tbe great Thomas Jefferson was, of course, fight
ing him and his party, overtures wer·e made to Washington to 
become a candidate. He declined, but not because of any third
tet·m prejudice; not at all. He declined because, be said-and 
his word~ are here--he could not serve better tban ·the occu~ 
pant of the office, that partisanship bad so developed that h~ 
,,-ould be abused and h·ncluced· even as the occupant of the 
office wa . being abused and traduced, and that he could not 
bring himself to belie>e that he could serve any more capably. 
That he said in 1799. I read from bis letter to Gov. Jonathan 
Trumbull, dated July 21, 1799: 

I come n()w, _ my dear sir, t9 l>ay particular attention to that part ot 
yoUL' letter which re pects myself-

. That is, as to bis running for a third term in 1799. He con
tinues: 

I remember well the conversation which you allude to, and have not 
forgot the answex· I gave you. In my judgment it applies with as much 
force noto as then; nay, more, because at that time the line between 
parties was not so. clearly drawn and the views of the opposition so 
clearly develop('(} as they are at present. O:f course, allowing your 
observation (as it re~pects myself) to be founded, pe~sonal inlluenee 
would be of no a vail. 

Let that party-

Now, I quote him without comment, but this is what Wa~h; 
ington said. By "that party," of course Senators know · to 
""hom he referred-

Let that party set up a broomstick and call it a true son of liberty
a Democrat-Qr give it any other epithet that will suit their purpose, 
and it will command th~ir votes in, toto. 

Will not the Federalists meet, or rather defend their cause, on the 
opposite ground? Surely they must, or they will discover a want of 
policy indlcati>e of weakness and prt>gnant of mischief, which can not 
be admitted. Wherein, then, would lie the difference between the pres-
ent gentleman in office and myself? • • 

It would be crimina), therefore, in me, although it would be the wish 
of my countrymen, and I could be elected, to accept an office under thi~ 
conviction which another would discharge with more ability; and this, 
too, at a time when I am thoroughly convinced that I should not draw 
a single vote from- the Anti-Federal side, and, of .course, should stand 
upon no othe1· ground than any other F~eral character well supported ; 
and, when I should become a mark for the shafts of envenomed malice 
and the ba.sest calumny to fire at-when I should be charged not only 
with in·e. olntion, but with concealed ambition, _ which waits only an 
occasion to blaze out-and, in short, with dotage and imbecility. 

So I turn from the Father of his Country by saving that there 
is not one word .in his writings or in his political philosophy 
against the ineligibility of a citizen of the Republic who meets 
the· !"equi!:eme~~~ of tbe Co!lstitution to the Presidency. 
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1\lr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Sena-

tor yield? · 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. With pleasure. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Of course, again I say there 

is no question of legal eligibility arising under the resolution ; 
but I do not see how the Senator can quote the language last 
quoted from Washington in support of the policy of a third 
term for President. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I respectfully inquire of the Senate 
what is meant by " second term " in the resolution, or " third 
term " in the resolution? Does it mean successive terms
two, three successive terms? What is the meaning of "term "? 
I listened yesterday with respect to some thoughts as to what 
the word " term" means in the Constitution or what meaning 
was to be attributed to it in the resolution. "Term? " The 
Constitution fixes the term. When we speak of the term of a 
Senator it is six years. When we speak of the term of a 
President it is four years. 

When a President dies-thank God none has ever been 
impeached-and there is a vacancy the Vice President, by 
force of the Constitution, performs the functions of the Presi
dent. He continues the term, the remaining years or months of 
the fixed constitutional legal tei:m of four years. He does not 
serve a term. Speaking as a lawyer, if I may presume to do so, 
he does not serve a t.-m. There is but one term of four years. 
The President dies. The Vice President continues to perform 
his functions during the remainder of that time, but the Vice 
President, I have sometimes thought, does not become Presi
dent. In such event, I have sometimes thought that the Vice 
President performs the duties of the President, even as tbe 
vice president of a company performs the duties of the presi
dent in the latter's absence. 

But whatever the Constitution may say on that subject, or 
whatever the true interpretation of it may be, I stand here con
tending that the Vice P.resident does not serve a term, but a 
part of a term remaining unfilled by the President. I there
fore . question the resolution unless it is made specific as to 
meaning successive terms. 

That brings me to this thought thrown out a moment ago : 
In 1900 William McKinley and Theodore Roosevelt were elected 
President and Vice President. I take pride in recalling that 
I bore the returns from California to this body, having been 
presidential elector at large in that State in 1900. In the 
providence of God a great catastrophe came upon us in the 
death of William McKinley. Theodore Roosevelt became Presi
dent. He served his country well, unafraid, 1mdaunted, never 
afraid of enemy within or from without. He was a great 
American. Later he retired with honor fr~m the presidential 
chair. Four years intervened. There were many millions of 
American citizens. north and south, east and west, who prayed 
and worked for ·the return of Roosevelt to the presidential 
chair. He failed of nomination and of election, and another 
great American, in the person of President Wilson, was elected 
in 1912 and reelected in 1916. But there were millions of 
people in America who wanted to see Roosevelt again President. 

I would like to inquire of Senators, if Theodore Roosevelt 
had received the nomination and had been elected in 1912 or in 
1916 or in 1920, would they have thought the Republic was i? 
danger, and would . these same gentlemen who followed h1s 
banner have stood here in the Senate or elsewhere opposing 
him and advancing the argument that he was endangering the 
Republic or violating some sacred tradition of the Republic? 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, may I ask tbe Senator a 
question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GEORGE in the chair). 
Does the Senator from California yield to the Senator from 
Mississippi? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly. 
Mr. HARRISON. The Senator, of course, in the campaign 

of 1912 took a very prominent part in his State, as he has done 
in the last quarter of a century or more. Did not tbe Senator 
in 1912 make speec~es throughout California in behalf of Mr. 
Taft and against the reelection of Mr. Roosevelt on the theory 
that Mr. Roosevelt had already served two terms? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. No. I opposed him then because I 
then was, always have been, and am a regular Republican. 

Mr. HARRISON. And did not the Senator employ the 
argument which I have just called to his attention? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. No. 
Mr. HARRISON. Did not ~orne of the speeches of the Sena

tor in that campaign fairly scintillate with the idea that Mr. 
Roosevelt would be serving longer than Washington, Madison, 
and those other gentlemen, and therefore he should not be 
reelected? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I do not know wha-t the newspapers 
may have said, but I know my firm views all my life. 

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator deny that the .papers of 
that time made such statements? 

1\fr. SHORTRIDGE. I do not know what they stated. I 
deny that any such statement was made. unless it is brought 
to my attention. In that campaign there were three candi
dates-Woodrow Wilson, former President Roosevelt, and our 
regularly nominated candidate, William H. Taft. I supported 
President Taft upon the ground that he was the regularly nomi
nated candidate of the Republican Party and worthy of election, 
and did not advance those arguments at all. I do not recall ever 
having discussed the third-term proposition. It may have been 
.mentioned by others, but so fa,r as political discussion was· 
concerned I did not ground my opposition to Mr. Roosevelt at 
all upon that proposition. 

I content myself with asking the question whether as of this 
day there is any danger confronting the public which would 
make it necessary for the Senate to indulge in this debate or in 
this discussion or in considering this resolution? Of course, I 
am subject to censure in doing so, I admit that ; but the ex
ample having been set I have thought I would be excused for 

·prolonging the discussion. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, ma,y I ask the Senator a 

question? · 
1\lr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly. 
Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator has taken up a great deal of 

time this morning in an effort to inform the country with 
reference to the views of Washington with regard to a third 
term for somebody else beside himself~ Would the Senator, if 
he has the information before him, give the country the benefit 
of the reasons assigned by Mr. Roosevelt for. his refusal to be
come a candidate for a third term? I think if the Senator 
would investigate that matter, if he has not already done so, 
he might find some enlightenment. If he has, I think it would 
be enlightening to tbe country to know what were the reasons 
of Mr. Roosevelt for declining to be a candidate to succeed him
self after he had held the office, not for two whole terms, but 
for one whole term and a part of the term of his predecessor. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Wo ought not to be in doubt for the 
reasons President Roosevelt assigned, because he expressed 
them himself. He doubtless entertained those views at that 
time, but manifestly he did not hold to the view that after an 
intervening term he would be ineligible, or that to accept then 
the nomination and election would plac-e him in the position of 
violating any tradition or imperiling the country. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is a very different question. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I am discussing this question. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; we are discussing the question of a 

tbird consecutive term, and not the question of whether a man 
who has held one term or two terms and then had somebody 
else as an intervening occupant of the Presidency can properly 
offer himself for reelection for another term. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. A very learned Senator yesterday took 
that po::::ition, tbat U would be violative of the h·adition. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am not taking any r..osition about it. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. No; it was not the Senator from North 

Carolina. 
1\'lr. SII\11\!0NS. What I am trying to get the Senator to do 

is to give us the reasons assigned by Mr. Roosevelt himself-
l'tir. SHORTRIDGE. I can not quote h im. 
Mr. SIMMONS. The reasons why he did not run for a third 

term under conditions exactly similar to the conditions which 
obtain in the case of Mr. Coolidge. 

1\!r. SHORTRIDGE. I am not discussing Mr. Coolidge or 
l\Ir. Roosevelt or Mr. Anybody. I am discussing the question of 
the constitutional right of the people of the United States to 
exercise their choice and their judgment. President Roosevelt 
expressed himself as of a certain time, giving his reasons. I 
can not quote his exact words. 

1\Ir. SIMMONS. But the Senator does not get the point of 
my question. The point of my question is that the Senator has 
taken up certainly half an hour, if not three-quarters of an 
hour, explaining why Washington was not a candidate for a 
third time, or explaining the reasons that Washington gave 
why somebody else might not be eligible to a third term. Is it 
not just as pertinent to give the reasons assigned by Mr. Roose
velt, who lived more than 100 rears after Washington and 
when conditions were entirely different in the country? Why 
not give the reasons assigned by him why he did not run for a 
third term? That is the question I am putting to the Senator 
from California. • 

1\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. I have yielded for the Senator to state 
his question. The Senator knows that Mr. RooseT"elt gave his 
reason. He advanced the suggestion that it would not be good 
policy, -expressing himself in his own Yigorous way. That is 
all he said. That was the sum and substance of it. He was 
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not a candidate and undoubtedly assisted in the nomination of 
Mr.' Taft. 

Mr. Sll\lliONS. What construction does the Senator place 
upon the meaning of Mr. Roosevelt's words when he said it 
would not be good policy-that it would not be wise or 
patriotic? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. He did not say it would be unpatriotic. 
Mr. SIM3IONS. That it would infringe upon a Well-estab

lished principle? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. He may have said that. 
Mr. SIMMONS. What did he mean when he said it would 

·not be good policy? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Of course, he meant what he said. It 

wa not ambiguous or unintelligible. 
Mr. SIMMONS. What is the Senator' construction of what 

he meant? Did be mean that it would be unwise; that it would 
be violative of a well-established precedent that ought to be 
followed? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Unquestionably he said that. There is 
nothing uncertain about it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Exactly. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. He gave his reasons for it. 
1\lr. SIMMONS. I know he did. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly he did. 
l\Ir. SillMONS. I wanted the Senator from California to 

be as specific in peaking about the views of a great American, 
as be has dl'SCribed ~Ir: Roosevelt, who had been for two terms 
in the \Vbite Hou e--

.Mr. SHORTRIDGE. He bad not been in tl1e White House 
for two terms. 

Mr. SIU.J.\ION . Ju~t like :Ur. Coolidge. he bad served a part 
of one term and one fnll term in the White House ; and he 
thought that it would not be wise, that it would not be in 
conformity with good public policy for him to allow himself to 
be nominated for a third term. 

l\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. Unquestionably he said that. 
Mr. SIMl\IONS. Yes. Now, will the Senator from California 

pardon me a little further?-
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Will the Senator first pardon me? 

The Senator rather cen ured me for the time I have been taking 
up. Now, who has con umed most of my time? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not mean to censure the Senator for 
the time he was takiDg up; I was not opposed to his taking a 
reasonable time to elaborate and discu . the ca....c:e of Roosevelt 
as he had taken to di ·cuss the case of Washington. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I have ru~cussed the case of Washing
ton becam:!e history has been misstated; I have discussed that 
case for a perfectly manifest purpo e. I have no hesitation in 
incorporating in the RECORD here the very words of Roosevelt. 
I respect them; they are entitled to respectful pondering: The 
Senator from North Carolina may do so in my time if be 
wishes. 

Mr. SIMlUO.~: "S. But the Senator had passed the discussion 
of Roosevelt without mentioning the fact that he declined to 
be a candidate for a third term under conditions similar to 
tho e which now confront Mr. Coolidge. 

Then 1 wL.~ to ask the Senator another question. The 
Senatetr has elaborated upon the views of General Wru bing
ton ; be has re-ad from his letters; he has insi ted that 
Washington . aiel ther·e was no danger in a third term or in 
giving the President an indefinite lease of power. Does the 
Senator know that l011g since General Washington departed 
the great State from which he came, the State of Virginia, saw 
fit in its constitution to provide that its governor should not 
bold office for more than one term of fom· years? 

l\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. I do not think that is wise at all. 
l\Ir. SIMMONS. Does the Senator know that many other 

States of thi Union, my own State of North Caxolina being 
one of them, the State of South Carolina on one side of us being 
one of them, the State of Virginia on the other side being one of 
them, have each of them in their constitutions adopted in 
recent years provided that their governors shall not hold two 
c nsecutive terms? 

1\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. I know that. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Why? Because they feared the very thing 

that is in the public mind \Yhen opposition is expressed to a 
third term for a Pre ident of the United States at this time. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. With great respect for Virginia and for 
the Senator's own great State of No1·th . Carolina, where my 
grandfather was born, I do not think it wise for the people of 
a g~·eat State thus to limit themselves. I remember that old 
Virginia elected and reelected and reelected Patrick Henry to 
a third term as Governor of Virginia. Did anybody think that 
the liberties of Virginia were imperiled when that great man 
was its· governor for a third term? The only time, by tbe way, 
that Virginia ever turned against Patrick Henry was in the 

.- !"· 
convention at Richmond when the great influence of Washing
ton, Marshall, and others, by a naked majority of only 10 votes, 
secured the ratification of the Fedei'"al Constitution. 

Mr. SWANSON. · Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me 
to interrupt him, at that time, if I recall aright, the term of 
the Governor of Virginia was one year, or perhaps two years. · 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. That may be. 
Mr. SWANSON. Afterwards, however, when the term was 

extended to four years, making it equal to the presidential 
term, the patriots of Virginia thought there ought to be a limi
tation on it. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. It may be wise for them; I do not 
know. 

Mr. SWANSON. I would like to a k the Senator another 
question. I recall during the last Roosevelt campaign that 
charge. were made against him that in running again for the 
presidential office he had violated the doctrine against third 
termism he laid down on the night of his election. The new -
papers were '"'ery voluble, as were many citizen , in critici...,m of 
him for running again. Did the Senator from California in
dulge in any uch critici m of Roo evelt at that time, that in 
again running for the Presidency he had departed from the 
tradition to which he had announced hi~ adherence the night 
after hi election? 

Mr. HORTRIDGE. I do not recall h.-.ing done so, but it is 
conceivable that I pointed out his inconsistency, he having an
nounced that he ,,·as opposed to the third-term idea, a · the 
Senator- has done again and again. I may have pointed out--

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President--
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Pardon me for a moment and then I 

will yield further. I may have pointed out that he was violat
ing his own public declarations, even as I pointed out that the 
Dem()('ratic candidate and the Democratic Party had violated 
the olemn declaration of the Democratic platform committing 
the party to the one-term idea when they ought to reelect 
President Wilson. 

Mr. SWANSON. If the Senator will permit me, I should like 
to ask him another question. If I understand the discus ion 
at that time, most Republican spe-Hkers whom I heard and de
bated witb commended Roosevelt very highly for the letter 
written the night after his election upholding the tra(lition 
against third termism. Subsequently they criticized him , e
verely for departing from it. Did the Senator indulge in any 
laudation of Roo evelt for having announced that doctrine and 
then did the SenatOI' follow it up with criticism of Roo evelt 
for having departed from it, a. most of the Republican speakers 
did at that time? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. No; I never indulged in any such omer
sault upon that propo ition. 

Mr. s"-A...~ SON. The omersanlt is being turned now. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The somersault is not being turned 

by me. 
Mr. SW ANSO~. Tbe . omersault ha occurred about 20 :rears 

afterwards. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. No. I know my own view , and while 

they may suffer change, ne-vertheless I hold fa t to one propo ·i
tion and take my stand with George Washington. If Geone 
Wa hington was wrong, then I am wrong. George Washington 
saw no danger in entrusting this matter to the people, and he said 
that if the people became debauched, lost in moral or political 
virtue, then it mattered little whence the master came, but he 
feared no man on horseback. While it is in my mind, let me 
remind Senators who inherit the doctrine of Jeffer on-and 
some of them I inherit-that Thomas Jefferson said that the 
American people would have their hearts torn out of their 
breasts rather than surrender their liberty to a Napoleon or a 
c~ ar. I am not afraid qf any Napoleon; I am not afraid of 
any Cresar; I see no danger to the Republic from such a 
quarter; indeed I see no great danger to the Republic from 
~-ithin or from without. I have wa ted the time of the Senate 
and my own to-day more than I hould have done in di cussing 
a danger which I think is purely an imaginary one. It is the 
eye of childhood that fears a painted devil. There is no danger 
to the Republic which the pa . age of this resolution will avert. 
I repeat again and again that I am not thinking of persons nor 
of the pre ent admini tration-not at all. I would ay the 
same thing if a Democrat were in the White Hou e, even if he 
had served a part of a term and was serving his so-called second 
term. I am not speaking of person , but of the form of gov
ernment under which we bave operated, and I deny that this 
resolution speaks the truth when it says that anyone who shall 
take a contrary view is unpatriotic. Yet if Senators will con
sider the language of the resolution, they will realize that it 
imputes lack of patriot ism to tho e who shall vote against it. 

I made no charge of treason against anyone. Individual 
Senators !!laY y_ote ~s they think proper, but I wish to divorce 
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the question from all local partisanship or present ~litical 
considerations. I wish to leave the matter of the election of 
their President to the American people, to the people of the 48 
States. I wish to leave the people free, as .the years may come 
and go in the future, to act as they shall. think wise, t? do ex
actly as George Washington said they nught well do m some 
moment of great danger, some occasion of great exigency which 
would move them to continue in office their Chief Executive. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
to me? 

The PRESIDING OFJnCER. Does the Senator from Cali
fornia yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

1\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. Yes, sir. 
1\Ir. McKELLAR. Does not the Senator think there exists 

in this country a very strong and deep feeling upon the part 
of all patriotic citizens that it would not be a wise plan for 
any President to serve for a longer period of time than that 
served by the first President, George Washington? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Doubtless there are many who so 
th~k . 

Mr. McKELLAR. Does not the Senator think, instead of 
there being many, that it is the underlying view of the people 
of America that General Washington, our great patriot Presi
dent, and the fiTst one, having voluntarily fixed t'Yo terms as 
proper for him, no other President should serve for a longer 
time? 

1\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. That may well be. 
Finally, l\Ir. President, this resolution is to the effect that to 

depart from this alleged tradition is " unwise, unpatriotic, afi:d 
fraught with peril" to the Republic. I deny that. Ther~ 1s 
not a fact in history which warrants any such conclusiOn. 
Responding to the thought of the Senator from Tennessee, if it 
be desirable that the President shall be limited to two terms 
of four years, then let us submit an amendment to the Consti
tution and let the people of the United States pass upon that 
question. Such an amendment can be subm~tted to the . legis
latures of the different States or to conventiOns called m the 
several States; and let us propose such an amendment and 
provide that it shall be considered, ratified, or rejected by 
conventions called in each and all of the 48 States; and then 
we can ascertain whether the people of the United States want 
to bind themselves by such an amendment. 

Therefore, I think it would be wise to refer this resolution 
to the Committee on the Judiciary; and that committee, per
haps sympathizing with the purpose of the resolution, might 
suggest and report a proposed amendment to the Constitu
tion. If such a proposal came before this body, then, of course, 
it would be the legitimate subject of earnest consideration, 
for it would have to be passed by the requisite two-thirds of 
the Senate and two-thirds of the House to be submitted for 
ratification by the people, the legislatures, or conventions. But 
this resolution will not be a law, and, I repeat, it does not speak 
the truth. 

I am not standing here beating my breast and claiming to be 
more p·atriotic than other Senators ; but I have a reverent 
affection for our Constitution and our form of . Government. 
I know what it has done for man and for woman, and I want 
it to live forever; and if it be desired that we of this genera
tion shall amend it in the way suggested, be it so. The conven
tion that met at Philadelphia discussed it-men who loved lib
erty, who had shed their blood for liberty discussed this ques
tion. Washington sat in the chair corresponding to the one 
now occupied by our Presiding Officer, listened to those argu
ments and the wise men decided not to limit or bind the people 
of the' United States in respect to this matter. If it be desired 
or be thought wise to depart from the conclusion reached by 
the fathers, let the people decide, and let them decide that 
grave matter in an authoritative way; and that way I have 
su(J'gested. I have not lost faith in the people. Therefore I 
hope that Senators will agree to refer this resolution to the · 
Committee on the Judiciary, with the view, if it be so, of sub
mitting a proposed amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States. 

I have broken my promise, 1\Ir. President. I have detained 
the Senate too long. I have in no degree done any justice to the 
subject, and none to myself; bnt I leave the matter, trusting 
there will not linger in the mind of anyone a feeling or a 
thought that there is anything personal in anything I have 
said-nothing at all. In political campaigns we inveigh against 
our so-called political enemies, and doubtless I called attention 
to the 1912 one-term plank in the platform of the Democratic 
Party and commented upon their inconsistency. Doubtless I 
did. It may well be that I commented on the inconsistency of 
Theodore Roosevelt in doing that which he had spoken against. 
It may well be. I am not thin king of persons. I am thinking 

· of gt·eat principles of government; and I a.m standing here, very 

humbly, affording him no ·strength, beside the fathe-r of our 
country, who was willing to le-ave this matter to the wise judg
ment of his countrymen. There' I am willing to lea Ye it. 

1\lr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GEORGE in the chair). The 
Secretary . will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names : 
Ashurst Ed wards La Follette 
Barkley Ferris McKellar 
Bingham Fess McMaster 
Black Fletcher McNary 
Blaine Frazier Mayfield 
Blease George Moses 
Borah Gerry Neely 
Bratton Gillett Norbeck 
Brookhat·t Glass Norris 
Broussard Gooding Nye 
Bruce Gould Oddie 
Capper Harris Overman 
Caraway Harrison Pine 
Copeland Hawes Pittman 
Couzens Hayden Ransdell 
Curtis Heflin Reed, Pa. 
Cutting Howell Robinson, Ark. 
Dale Johnson Robinson , Ind. 
Deneen Jones Sackett 
Dill Kendrick Sheppard 
Edge King Shipstead 

Shortridge 
Simmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Steck 
Steiwer 
Stephens 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Trammel] 
Tydings 
Tyson 
Wagner 
'\'\'alsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 
Willis 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Eighty-three Senators hav
ing answered to their names, a quorum is present. 

l\Ir. EDGE. Mr. President, the time of the Senate for a con
siderable portion of the last three or four days has been con
sumed in what appeals to me as purely a political gesture. 
I wish to assure the Senate that, following my usual custom, 
my remarks on the pending resolution will be very, very brief. 
I think I can assemble in a three-minute talk sufficient objec
tion, at least so far as my viewpoint and conviction are con
cerned, to demonstrate that this resolution should not oe 
agreed to. 

Sponsors for the pending resolution frankly admit that it 
was introduced for the purpose of deterriqg the present Presi
dent of the United States from being called to head his party 
for the second time, or, as they prefer to put it, to prevent him 
from being a candidate for a third term. The introduction of 
the resolution and its source was a clear indication that the 
strength of the President in the country is recognized and that 
he is greatly feared by his opponents. 

Personally, I have no doubt that, whether the resolution shall 
be adopted or rejected, it will not have the slightest effect 
upon the determination of the present occupant of the White 
House. 

With much regret I have accepted the statement of the Presi
dent in not being a candidate to succeed himself as final and 

· conclusive, and I am convinced that nothing could happen 
which would change his determination. 

That the resolution to a great extent is meaningless is prac
tically admitted by at least some of its sponsors or supporters. 
They frankly say that they would not support an amendment 
prohibiting a third term as a part of the Constitution. They 
further admit that they would prefer at times to leave to the 
people the decision in a situation such as, in the minds of 
some, perhaps now confronts us. 

If the proponents of this resolution feel that the Constitu
tion should not be amended in this particular, but that the 
people should be given an opportunity to decide, then why do 
they support the resolution; why, from their standpoint, is 
there a necessity for the resolution? 

We have heard much to the effect that the people should 
rule, and we know that ultimately the people do rule. This 
resolution is met by some of its supporters with the statement 
that it should not be a part of our fundamental law. Then, I 
repeat, it. becomes simply a political gesture. . 

In my judgment the time of the Senate can be much better 
spent in the consideration of some of the legislation which the 
country hopes we will consider, rather than spending three or 
four days, and perhaps hours yet to come, in simply voting 
yea or nay on a political gesture which, its supporters admit, 
should ultimately be decided by the people. 

I do not believe the people need or seek our advice in this 
particular. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I make the point of no 
quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, 

The Secreta1~y will call the 

and the following Senators 
answered to their names : 
Ashurst nlack 
Barkley Blaine 
Bingham Blease 

Bot·ah 
Bratton 
Brookhart 

Broussat·d 
Bt·uce 
Capper 

... ~ 
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Caraway Gooding Neely 
Copeland GouJd Norbeck 
Couzens Harris Norris 
Cw·tis Harrison Nye 
Cutting Hawes Oddie 
Dale Hayden Overman 
Deneen Hefiin Pine 
Bill Howell Pittman 
Edge Johnson Hansdell 
Edwards Jones Reed, Pa. 
Ferris Kendrick RoT:linson, .Ark. 
l!"ess King Robinson, Ind. 
Fletcher La Follette Sackett 
Frazier McKellar Sheppard 
George McMaster Shipst ead 
Gerry McNary Shortridge 
Gillett Mayfield Simmons 
Glass Mo: es Smith 

smoot 
Steck. 
Steiwer 
Stephens
BwiDJ.son_ 
Thomas 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Tyson 
Waaner 
wiifsh, Mass. 
Wal h, Mont. 
Warren 
Wat erman 
Watson 
Wheeler 
Willis 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Eighty-three Senators hav
ing answered to their names, there is a quorum present. 

Mr. REED of Penn ylvania. Mr. President, I do not mean 
to take the time of the Senate for more than a moment or two 
to state my attitude on the pending resolution. 

I am going to vote against the resolution, although I feel 
as I think the majority of the Senate feel, that in the ordinary 
case it is unwise for the people to elect the same man to more 
than two substantial terms in the Presidency. I put it in that 
way, because I mean that if a President has bad a substantial 
term by succession to the elected President, in my judgment 
that is the equivalent, for all practical purposes, of an elective 
term. 

I do not believe that, as a general rule, it would be wise to 
put this provision into the Constitution. I thir¥ we- can all 
agTee that it would have been to the infinite benefit of all of 
our people, in all probability, had President Lincoln served 
three full successive terms instead of one term and a few weeks. 
Had he been in office for eight years longer, most of the agony 
of reconstruction and the unwisoom of the reconstruction poli
cies would, in all p1·obability, have been avoided. 

There may be exceptions, as I think there was an exception 
in that case. The people can be trusted to say whe.ther the 
circumstances of a particular ca e justify a departure from thi 
tradition. I do regard it as a tradition. I believe that most 
of the people of the United States regard it as a traditional 
policy 0f the people, and I hope that it will not be departed 

· from except in emergencies or in remarkable cases. 
As far a Mr. Coolidge is concerned, I do not believe that 

be has had two substantial terms as P11esident of the- United 
State. A term of one year and seven months by succession 
does not seem to me to constitute in substance a term a Presi
dent of the United States. However that may be, the people 

, are to say, not the Senate of the United States. 
· When we look at this resolution. and wonder what constitu

tional function the Senate would be exercising in adopting the 
l'esolution,. we are PJ.et by nothing. If this were a con ti-

. tutional amendment which the Senate were asked to propose, 
of com·~e no one collld question our authority to pass the 
resolution, but its proponents do not offer it as a constitutional 
amendment which we have authority to adopt~ It is not legis
lation which we have authority to originate. It bears no 
relation to our powers over appointments or over tlieaties. 

· There is nothing in the powers of the Senate which authorizes 
us to give advice on such matters, either to the President or 

· to the people. 
Our authority in thls matter is exactly the same- as that of 

the membel"S of any old ladies' sewing society whieh adopts a 
resolution on the subject. - We· have 96 votes in our separate 
States as voters. So presumably have 96 old ladies in a 
sewing society. The advice which the Senate now undertakes 
to offer to the President and to the .country carries not the 
sanction of the- Senate as a constitutionally organized de
liberative and legislative body, but of 96 individuals who 
bappEm for the moment to sit here in this Chambel·. 

Mr. EDGE. Ninety-four. 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Senator corrects me. We 

. are reduced to 94 because of our judgment that the people in 
· two of our States are incapable of deciding for themselves 
whom they will have as Senators. This is but a repetition of 
that action of the Senate. We are n9w advising the people 
of the United States that because of their imbecility we will 
tell them whom to elect, how many times to elect him, how 
they shall gauge his eligibility and desirability for eleetion. 
The Senate l;las taken upon itself the power of a board of 

1 directors in a large number of matters in which neither the 
Constitution nor the people who elected us intended us to 
function as their advisers. It means to some of us that we 
are usurping a power and giving advice- for which the people 
of the country will not thank us, that we are giving advice 

· which they neither need nor desire, and that we are giving; 

advice to which neither they nor the President will pay the 
slightest attention. 

Therefore, although I am in full sympathy, as I have .,aid 
with. the. tJ:adition. of the American people that, barring emer~ 
gencleS, It IS suffiCient to have one man in office for eight years 
as President, I do not believe that I can vote for the pending 
resolution. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, there is only one feature of 
this subject to which I wish to recur for a brief moment 
I think I have stated the view which I entertain with refer: 
ence to the general proposition, and that is that under all 
ordinary circumstances the principle of the anti-third-term 
policy ought to prevail in our national affairs. 

Last summer, when our President was at his summer home 
in South Dakota, he made a statement to the effect that be did 
not choose to be a candidate in 1928. I regarded that state
ment as conclusive against his candidacy at the time it was 
made, and so stated in the public press. At the time the 
President made the statement there was little or no doubt in 
the mind of anyone but that he would be renominated in case 
he cho e to be a candidate. 

I doubt very much if there would have been any opposition 
to him in the convention. He could not have made the state
ment for any other reason in the world than his desire not to 
be a candidate. Those who know the Pre ident know that be 
would not speak in idle fashion concerning a matter of that 
character. There could have been no possible reason from poli
tical strategy for him to have made the statement even assum
ing he would heed political strategy. The situation was well 
within his control. In fact, to have remained silent was to have 
assured his renomination. I say I regard it as taking him out 
of the race. 

Later the President made another statement which seemed 
to amplify his former statement, although in my judgment he 
added very little to it. He said : 

This is naturally the time to be planning for the future. The party 
will soon place in nomination its candidate to succeed me. To give 
time for mature deliberation I stated to the country on August 2 that 
I did not choose to run for President in 1928. My statement stands. 
No one should be allowed to suppose that I have modified it. My de~ 
cision will be respected. After I had been eliminated the party began, 
and should vigorously continue, the serious task of selecting another 
candidate from among the number of distinguished men available. 

Taking the two statements togethe~, I regard our considering 
this resolution is at a time when n~ one as a candidate is pro
posing to violate the tradition which has obtained in this coun
u~y practically since its· organization. I am casting a vote at a 
time when, in my judgment, there is no possibility of the pre ent 
incumbent being a candidate for reelection. He- has settled that 
Question himself. voluntarily and definitel-Y settled it. .As he 
said in his statement, "My decision will be respected." We 
know precisely what that means. He is completely out of the 
race. I d-o oot, therefore, 1·egard a vote here as having anything 
to- do whatever with the President of the United States or his 
possible candidacy. I ventu~e to say that he will control that 
as. completely as it could be controlled even if we bad the power 
te pass a law in regard to it. 

I am called upon, therefore-. to vote my mere personal views 
with reference to this tradition, and that per~onal view is that 
under an ordinary circum. tances the tradition ought to prevail. 

I would not write it into the Constitution. I would leave it 
where it is. But.. generally speaking, I believe it a wise tradi
tion. If I bad been writing the resolution before us, I should 
not hav.e expressed it as strongly as did the Senator who- wrote 
it, because, while I regard !t as sound, I can very well under-
;tand bow condition might arise in which it wo-uld be wise 
and patriotic to- disregard the tradition. 

But in view of the fact that the present situation is such that 
one may express his individual view at a time when it embar
rasses no candidate and does not embarrass any individual 
who is to be a candidate, and when be may express simply 
his view as to a policy which has heretofore obtained, I expect 
to vote for the resolution. · 

:M:r. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
a question? 

1\Ir. BORAH. Certainly. 
l\lr. BINGHAM. Does the Senator from Idaho really th.ink 

that the second part of the re olotion does not relate to the 
pre. ent circumstances and does not cast a certain amount of 
reflection on the question of whet her the Pre ident may or may 
not run again? 

l\fr. BORAH. As I understand the second part of the re o
lution, the author of the resolution ha inte1·preted the Pre. i
~ent's attitude as acquiescing in the tradition relating to a 
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third term. It may be ancl probably is h'ue that the President 
did not llaYe in mind a third term when h retired, but never
theles . it was construed throughout the counh·y and by the 
pre .. s and by individuals very generally as having entered into 
the thoughts of the President at the time he 1·etired. I do not 
know of anyone "'\\ho knO"'\\S, and I doubt if anyone does know 
or ever will know, just what thoughts were in the mind of the 
President when he retired; yet the fact that he did retire, the 
fact that the third-term principle was under discussion when 
he did retire or that it was being discussed throughout the 
conntry in the pres and by individuals naturally led to the 
general supposition that it entered into his mind at the time he 
retired from the candidacy. 

I should like to feel that it did enter into the mind of the 
Pre . .ident, that it was a part and parcel of the things which 
made up his final judgment in regard to the matter. I should 
like to feel that a President who had the nomination in his 
gra:;:p, absolutely under his control, who in all probability 
would have been reelected, stepped aside in deference to this 
tradition. I believe in strengthening the tradition and making 
exceptions to it only under those extraordinary circumstance 
which may in a mea ·ure amount to a national crisis. 

Mr. BINGHA:!\I. Mr. Pre~ident, will the Senator yield again? 
Mr. BORAH. Certainly. • 
Mr. BINGHAM. Does the Senator think, then, if he votes for 

the second part of the resolution that he is commending the 
President for something whieh he is about to do? 

Mr. BORAH. I am perfectly sati tied that in voting for the 
second part of the re olution I am in no way censuring nor in 
any way embarrasl'ing the President of the United States. If it 
has any effect, it is complimentary to the action which he took. 
There is no more chance of the President being a candidate in 
the face of his two statements than if there were a constitu
tional inhibition against his being a candidate. We all know 
who know the President that no convention iR going to pull him 
away from those declarations. He said, "1\ly decision will be 
respected," and so it will. I do not regard therefore, the pres
ent President as being in the slightest embarrassed by the reso
lution. If the convention should arise as one man and renomi
nate him, I do not regard that the resolution would be at all 
hurtful to the President accepting the propo ition. He would 
be guided by his own statements and by his sense of duty and 
patrioti m. 

l\Ir. REED of Pennsylvania. l\Ir. Pre.Jdent., will the Senator 
yield for a question? 

Mr. BORAH. Certainly. 
1\Ir. REED of Pennsylvania. Then the Senator does· not agree 

with the proponent of the· re ·olutiou, w~o, as I understood him, 
de. cribed his reason for introducing the resolution as being a 
desire to offset the possibility of the President being drafted for 
another term? 

1\lr. BORAH. The author of the resolution undoubtedly had 
in mind a number of politicians in the United States who are 
taking shelter under the President's wing until they find a secure 
place to go. [Lau~ter.] 

1\lr. CARAWAY. Mr. Pre ·idcnt, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

1\Ir. BORAH. Certainly. 
Mr. OARA W A.Y. Does it seem to the Senator that those who 

are opposing the resolution as reflecting upon the President are 
themselves expressing a doubt as to the sincerity of the Presi
dent when he said he would not be a candidate? 

l\Ir. BORAH. I would not want to say that, but I have 
thought that those who have insisted and who have persistently 
given to the press statements that the President would be re
nominated and would accept, did in a measure challenge the 
intellectual integrity of the President. 

1\Ir. CARAWAY. Then those Senators who now say the 
resolution will embarrass the President certainly did not quite 
take seriously the President's statement that he is not a can
didate? 

l\Ir. BORAH. I do not understand that they are contending 
that this would embarrass the President. 

1\fr. CARAWAY. No; they are not contending that, but that 
is what they say. 

1\fr. BORAH. As I understood the Senator from Pennsyl
vania to say, neither the President nor the convention will pay 
the slightest attention to it. 

l\Ir. OARA WAY. Then it does not embarrass the President. 
1\lr. REED of Pennsylvania. l\Ir. President, if the Senator 

from Idaho will yield to me at that poillt, I did not say that 
tllis would embarrass the President. I do not lmow whether 
it would embarrass the President or not. The point I make is 
that it ought to embarrass the Senate to offer a lot of unsolicited 
advice in a matter that is not any of its business. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, the· Senator is alwa-ys so solic;itous 
about the good reputation of the Senate. He is so anxious to 
have it stand well that he wants to have Smith and V ARE here 
to raise the general average. I ask the Senator from Idaho 
if he heard the statements of the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. EDGE] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FEss] and the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BINGHAM], who thought this 
was a cheap way to embarrass the President? 

1\Ir. BORAH. I think with all due respect, and with great 
personal respect for my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoL
LETTE], who introduced the resolution, that by reason of his 
attitude on some other matters relatiy-e to the President the 
resolution has been a little misconstrued. 

1\Ir. CAR.A WAY. I do not think it has been miJ ·construed. 
Mr. BORAH. I think it has been. I think that if thi reso

lution had been introduced by my friend from Connecticut [Mr. 
BINGHAM] or any other leader here upon the Republican side 
it would have been construed a · a commendation of the Presi
dent in standing with Washington, and Jefferson, and Madison, 
and l\Ionroe in favor of recognizing the tradition which has been 
established in this cotmtry. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Does the Senator think that this 
resolution i. · intended to be complimentary to the President? 

Mr. BORAH. I do not know what was in the mind of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, but I have no doubt, from my stand
point, that it is complimentary. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. If it is intended to be compli
mentary to the President and is supported by Senators who 
call themselve "progressives," and by all of the Democrats in 
the Chamber, then to-day ought to go down as a red-letter day, 
ought it not? 

Mr. BORAH. So far as the Democrats are concerned, they 
would be strikingly inconsistent if they did not vote for this 
resolution. It i:· a Democratic doctrine; it originated with 
Thomas Jefferson; it has been one of the cardinal principles .of 
the Democratic Party from its organization to this time; and I 
can not conceive of a Democrat voting against the resolution if 
he believe in the principle which is one of the cardinal prin
ciples of the Democratic Party. 

Mr. BLEA.SE, 1\Ir. KORBECK, and 1\Ir. WATSON addressed 
the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield ; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield first to my friend from South Carolina. 
Mr. BLEASE. I just want to thank my candidate for Presi

dent for his high compliment by saying that I am going to vote 
against this re ·olution. 

1\Ir. BORAH. The Senator from South Carolina is very inde
pendent of individuals and political parties. 

Mr. NORBECK. 1\Ir. Pre.'ident, speaking of the Democratic 
attitude toward a third presidential term, does the Senator 
from Idaho think if the Democrats vote for the resolution they 
will pay any more attention to it than they did when in the Bal
timore platform they declared for a single term for Pre. ident? 

Mr. BORAH. I am not the ·keeper of the Democratic con
science, but I regard this as having been one of the cardinal 
principles of the Democratic Party for the last hundred years. 

Mr. REED Qf Pennsylvania. Does that go along with State 
rights? 

1\Ir. BORAH. Yes; it is one of the matters that go along with · 
State rights. 

1\Ir. WATSON rose. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. BORAH. I shall do_, so in a moment. But this, 1\Ir. 

President, has come to be also largely a Republican principle. 
While I am of· the opinion that it originated with Jefferson and 
was confirmed by Madison, Monroe, and Jackson, when we came 
down to the time of Grant and to the great fight of 1912, the 
great Republican leaders, those who had control of the party 
and who finally made the nomination, were fighting the third 
term, and at that time it was regarded as a sound Republican 
principle by many of our leaders. 

Now I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 
Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho has 

said in the course of his remarks that there might come such 
an emergent condition that the nomination and even the elec
tion of a Pre ident for a third term would be wi"e and 
patriotic. Does the Senator from Idaho assume that attitude? 

Mr. BORAH. I do. 
Mr. WATSON. Does the Senator think that if this resolu

tion were carried into effect it would preclude the nomination 
and election of a President under those conditions? 

Mr. BORAH. Not nt all. Leaving out the old ladies' sewing 
society, to " ·hich my friend from Pennsylvania compared th~ 
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Senate, I regard this as nothing more than the expression of 
the individual views of the Senators here upon this subject, the 
same as if I we1·e called upon to give an interview or to write 
an article or to express myself in a public place. It would be 
my individual view concerning this matter. As to the Senate 
putting behind it the sanction, authority, and power of the 
Senate as a constitutional body to bind anybody by its action, 
of course, it does not exist; but that is not a prerequisite 
always to the action of the Senate. We have adopted resolu
tions time and time again with reference to matters which 
were wholly political. They come here, some Senator intro
(luces them, a Senator is placed in the position where he must 
record his vote, and he does it as an individual or, rather, as a 
matter of fact, as a citizen. 

Mr. LA FOLLE'rTE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Idaho yield to the Senator. from Wisconsin? 
Mr. BORAH. I do. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I desire to call to the Senator's recol

lection the resolution which was adopted on the 31st day of 
January, 1924, being Senate Resolution 134, submitted by the 
Senator from Arkan as [Mr. ROBINSON], which declared: 

Resolt•ea, That it is the sense of the Senate that the President should 
ask for the resignation of the Secretary of the Navy, Charles Denby. 

Mr. President, the same argument advanced by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED], that the Senate had no constitu
tional authority to act in that case, was advanced and has been 
advanced against resolutions of this character, but I submit 
that anyone who is familiar with that situation would not say 
that the action of the Senate did not bring about the resigna
tion of Mr. Denby from the Cabinet. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Yes, Mr. President; I think it 
did, and I think it was one of the greatest injustices in the 
rec~nt history of the Senate; but, if I may ask the Senator from 
Idaho a question, I think we are all agreed, and, so far as I 
know, Mr. Coolidge is agreed, that the policy that the resolution 
pretends to declare is a sound policy. There is no difference 
among us as to the desirability of adhering to the tradition. 

Now, if I may give a parallel case without attempting to be 
ridiculous, we all believe in the observance of the Ten Com
mandments, and so does Mr. Coolidge, but it appears to me there 
would be something offensive and rather impertinent if we were 
to pass a resolution commending to him the observance of the 
Ten Commandments. So it is here. ThiB is one of the com
mandments of the political life of America. Presumably he 
has it at heart as much as we have. We are all agreed on the 
principle. Is the1·e not something impertinent in our recom
mending to the President the observance of this political tenet, 
which, so far as we know, he shares with us! · 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President~ I can not conceive of our 
recommending in this resolution anything ·to the President. 
The President · has eliminated himself from the candidacy for 
President ; he is out of the race. 

Mr. SMOOT. Then why the resolution? 
Mr. BORAH. My friend from Utah asks, Why the resolu

tion? Notwithstanding the fact ·there are people in the coun
try who are constantly debating this question. It is still being 
discussed in the press; politicians who are anxious in regard 
to tlie nomination are insisting upon it; and that, I p1.·esume, is 
why it is here. It has been a matter of public discussion and 
is still a matter of public discussion, and the Senate, while it 
can not bind by its action, certainly is not precluded from 
having a conviction or a view upon a matter of great political 
importance. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania.. Not in the least; but in the 
second paragraph of this resolution we commend the observance 
of this tradition by the President. That is advice ; that is not 
commendation of the President. We do not commend the 
President; we commend the observance on his part. That is 
advice to him to obsen-e it, as I read the resolution. 

Mr. BORAH. l\Iy understanding of that portion of the 
resolution is that the Senator from Wisconsin construes the 
President's action to be in harmony with the b·adition. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE and Mr. BLAINE addre ed the Chair. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho 

yield; and if so, to whom? 
Mr. BORAH. I yield :fit•st to the Senator from California. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I understand the Senator from Idaho 

to agree ·with Washington when he says that-
Under an extended view of this part of the subject, I can see no 
propriety in precluding ourselves from the services of any man who 
on some great emergency shall be d~med universally most capable of 
serving the public, 

Of course, I agree with that. If that be so, I ask tlle Senator 
and the Senate to bserve the language of this resolution, i~ 
I may address myself directly to the Senator--

Ur. GLASS. Mr. President, may I inquire exactly what secret 
information the Senator from California is imparting to the 
Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. If the Senator from Virginia will give 
heed, I think he will understand me. I am not obliged to reply, 
but I do reply respectfully. I say I assume that the Senatol'l 
from Idaho agrees with Washington? " 

Mr. GLASS . . Oh, we all agree with Washington. ' 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Very well; then I hope you will vote 

accordingly. But I wish to say to the Senator, who is s<> 
courteous, that if that be so, if there be emergencies of tb~ 
character suggested, why, then, does the Senator propose t~ 
say that I am unpatriotic if I vote against this resolution? 

1\Ir. BORAH. I do not say that. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. There may be emergencies--
1\lr. GLASS. On the contrary, the Senator fr{}m California i~ 

the only Senator who has imputed unpat:Iiotic motives to all 
of hi'"' colleagues here who propose to vote for the resolution. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. On the 'contrary, I made no such im
putation; none whatever. I am quoting Washington. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Then we are all patriots. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. And Washington insists that certain 

exigencies may arise when it would be proper, in his judgment, 
that a President should serve a third term. The form of this 
resolution iB such that it would be said that those of us who . 
voted against it are unpatriotic. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not so construe it ; neither do I construe 
it as having anything whatever to do with the future action of 
the President of the United States. If he bad not made the 
statements which he did make, if he had not eliminated him· 
self from candidacy for the Pre idency, the Senator's argument 
wou1d be unanswerable; we would be attempting here to con
trol the President's action and in some way embarrass him; but 
he is as completely out of the race as are some ·of the many 
candidates who are 1·unning. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 
Mr. BLAINE. The Senator has suggested that the adoption 

of this resolution would only mean an expre sion of the indi
vidual opinion of the individual :Members of the Senate. Does 
it not go· further and beyond being a mere expression of . 
opinion? 

The anti-third-te1,n policy is traditional. It has its force 
not by some constitutional or legislative enactment, but it has 
grown out of circumstances. First the declaration of Wash
ington, then a specific declaration of Jefferson, then declara
tions of Madison and Monroe or whosoever the Presidents were 
who repeated it, revived and kept alive that tradition. 

Now we come down to a later peliod. As I understand, this 
tradition can only be perpetuated by acts in conformity with 
the original suggestion that initiated the tradition or by repe
tition of the expressions that involve the principle in respect to 
that tradition. Therefore, in order to strengthen the tradition 
and in order to keep it alive and in order to perpetuate it, had 
the President in his statement last summer absolutely declined 
under any circumstances to accept the nomination or reelec- · 
tion to the office of the Presidency, by that act, by those words 
he would ha>e added or aided in the perpetuation of this tra
dition. Therefore, if this resolution shall be adopted will it 
not be an act of far more importance than the mere expression 
of individual opinion? Will it not rather be an expression of 
the opinion of a l~oislative body that gi>es it such force as to 
perpetuate it and hand it on to future generations as a policy 
of this Government as expressed by those who have public and 
official responsibility and certain duties with respect not only 
to our Constitution, but as well with respect to the traditions 
that have been started for us by those wllo founded this Re
public? Will not that be the effect of the adoption of this 
resolution? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I am unable to give to the reso
lution the strength and importance which the Senator from 
Wisconsin seems to give to it. I am unable to do that for the 
reason that this is not one of the functions of the Senate. It 
is not one of the duties imposed upon us by the Constitution 
or by the authol'ity granted to us undeJ.• the Constitution. 

In so far as the Senate has prestige in the country, in so far 
as its Membe1·s are regarded as representing the public thought 
of the country, thus expressing their public views upon this 
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particular matter, it ha::.: influence in the country. It strength
ens in that respect the tradition, and in my judgment only in 
that respect. But so far a · I am individually concerned, as I 
~ay, I regard it simply as expressing my individual views 
upon this matter, since it is brought to me in the way it is tn 
the Senate. It may have more strength and more prestige, 
more influence upon public opinion, by reason of its happening 
here than if 96 of us should meet outside, not as Members, and 
pas!'; our judgment. There may be something connected with 
the ,_'enate which the public does not disa ·soeiate from our in
dividual acts which will give it more prominence and more 
prestige; but, nevertheless. so far as I am concerned it i ex
pre-ssive simply of my individual views as a citizen. 

Mr. President, I said a moment ago that in 1912 this matter 
wns up for consideration, and it was a very vital matter with 
the Republicans of the coUlltry. It was discus ed at length in 
the Senate and in the country. The Republican leaders at that 
time thought that the action of Colonel Roosevelt was in viola
tion of the tradition es tablished early in the history of our 
count ry. Some of us took the view then, as we do now, that it 
was a matter for the people to decide. If the people thought 
an e::i..igeney had arisen which justified departure from the tra
dition, it must be left to the judgment and conscience ~f the 
peop~e to determine it, and nowhere else. 

I stated at the time in the debate here, as I state now, that 
while upon all ordinary occasions we should observe the tradi
tion, I was willing to leave it ultimately where it belonged, to 
the judgment of the people, and not incorporate it in the Con
stitution of the United States. That is precisely where I would 
leave it now; ~nd in expressing my views to-day I express them 
as one of the people interested in this tradition, and believing 
in it under all ordinary circumstances, and in no other wise. 

Mr. BLEASE. 1\Ir. President, if things continue as they are 
going, I think it will be well for the Senate to change its name 
from the "United States Senate" to "United States Super
grand Jury" and "Special Advisors of the People," and turn 
ourselves into investiga,tors of other people's business and 
ad vi. ·ors to the people who created us. 

I am opposed to' resolutions which certainly are not law and 
have no legal effect. This resolution was first introduced when 
1\lr. Coolidge was spoken of for a third term and the sentiment 
wa very strong. It was allowed to die and stay dormant 
until again the third-term talk was commenc-ed and then re
vived. It therefore seems to me, Mr. Pre ident, as it does to a 
great many others, w:Qo have so stated to me, that the resolution 
was introduced for the purpose of slapping Mr. Coolidge in 
the face, and endeavoring to c!eate a sentiment over the coun
tr~· against his renomination. 

Therefore I think it very unfortunate, to say the least, what
ever may be the opinion of the Senate as to the third term, 
that the resolution should be considered just at this time. 

Why not let us wait until after the next Republican National 
Convention and then pass it if we wish? It seems to me that 
that would be the wiser course to pursue. 

The Springer resolution has been brought into the conh'o~ 
versy. Everyone knows that that resolution was introduced 
as a direct sl~p in the face of President Grant and his Cabinet. 
When the question was asked yesterday it was distinctly 
stated that " that resolution prevented l\Ir. Grant's renomina
tion " ; and I came to the conclusion from that reply and from 
the source from which it came that this resolution was 
prompted by the Springer resolution and introduced for the 
same purpose, substituting Coolidge for Grant. 

CertainlY this resolution does not refer to George Washing
ton, Ulysses S. Grant, or Theodore Roosevelt, who have been 
referred to in this debate. Then to whom does it refer? Of 
course, to Calvin Coolidge. 

I was somewhat amused at some of the Democrats who 
seem to be voting for this resolution, especially when it was 
admitted that no man, not even Calvin Coolidge, " would ever 
be reelected to a third term." If we Democrats think that, 
then why not allow him to be nominated, so that we can 
defeat him? It seems to me that this is a case of whi tling 
in the dark to keep up your courage. 

1\Ir. President, my position is that we should let the people 
alone and let the people rule. If the people of the United 
States wish fo elect a man for a third term, they llave the 
constitutional right to do so; and the Senate, as their servants, 
have no right to attempt to prevent them from doing so. 

Some Senators who now seem so very anxious to follow the 
example set by Washington and Jefferson must have recently 
changed their opinions of the example and advice of these two 
Pre~idents. When the League of Nations question was before· 
the Senate, and when the 'Vorld Court question was before 
the Senate, and when the question was before the Senate of 

depriving two States of the American Union of their repre
sentation upon the floor of the Senate, which is distinctly and 
positively prohibited by the Constitution, they seem to have 
had very little regard for what Washingt on or Jefferson had 
to say; and there have been other matters of national impor
tance in which the advice of Washington and Jefferson has 
been totally ignored. 

For instance, those gentlemen advocated and fixed as the 
policy of this country that each State should be entitled to two 
United States Senators, and that they should not be deprived 
of their representation in this body. However, when the roll is 
called each day, we find two of these States absolutely de
prived of the representation advi. ed and advocated by Washing
ton and Je:ffer on. I can not see why their advice should be any 
more taken on this resolution than in those more important 
matters, and I think about this a s I do those: Let the people 
speak as to who shall be their representatives, and when they 
shall have spoken let their will be respected. 

I think we would be in a better position if we would listen 
to the people more and try to carry out their wishes, instead of 
trying to dictate to them what their wishes should be. 

I am for the people firs t, last, and all the time, and letting 
them alone. They are the superior power; and whatever may be 
their wish, I always attempt to submit to. Therefore I shall 
vote against this resolution and allow the people to decide this 
question, and not a few partisans on either side of this Cham
ber, who, whatever may be their idea in the matter, I can 
assure them are being accused of passing this resolution for the 
sole political purpose of endeavoring to thwart the nomination of 
Mr. Coolidge. 

Mr. President, on P.age 2618 of the CoNGRE SIONAL RECORD of 
February 7 this appears : 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The reason why I referred to the Springer reso
lution was because the Senator from Ohio a moment ago made the sug
gestion that the adoption of the pending resolution would have no ef
fect. There are historians-although they may not, in the opinion of 
the Senator from Ohio, be as able or as well informed as he-who main
tain that the passage of the Spt•inger resolution was the very thing 
which put the quietus upon the Grant boom. 

On page 2626 of the same date the following appe-ars: 
1\Ir. RoBr~so~ of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Senator from 

Nebraska yield to me to ask the Senator from Connecticut a question? 
Mt·. 1ormrs. I yield. 
Mr. LA FOLLh'TTE. 1\Ir. President, will not the Senator permit me to 

give some figures with regard to New England? 
Mr. RoBIXSON of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Then ensued a controversy between the Senators from Con
necticut, Nebraska, Wisconsin, and Arkansa ; and the Senator 
from Wi cousin finally said: 

Mr. LA FoLLETTE. Yes, 1\:lr. President; that is the exact language of 
the resolution. 

Mr. NORRIS. A copy of it. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTm. Yes. 

I submit, Mr. President, that with that statement in the 
REco-RD, and with the debate that has gone on upon this mat
ter, there can be but one honest construction put upon this 
resolution. That honest construction is that it is feared by 
some people that the present occupant of the White House 
might be, as some people say, drafted for the Presidency; and 
this resolution, a said by the Senator from Wisconsin [l\lr. 
LA FoLLETTE], following the Grant resolution, and the Grant 
resolution having put a quietu ' upon the boom of Mr. Grant, 
that this resolution is intended for no other purpose except to 
put a quietus upon the renomination of 1\Ir. Coolidge. 

I am no apologist for Calvin Coolidge. He does not ex.--pect 
any defense at my hands ; but I am responsible for my own 
conduct, and I feel that if I were to sit here and allow this 
resolution to go through without protest I would be untrue 
to my people-! mean, the Amelican people. I do not mean the 
people of South Carolina alone, because they take no part 
in the nomination of a Republican candidate, except about 
six or eight negroe , and they will vote whichever way they get 
the most money for voting. I am speaking of the great people 
of this Nation. I say that we have not the right to pass this 
resolution. We may do it through might making right. There 
are thieves in the night, and there are thieves by might; and 
we, too, by might, can pass this resolution; but when we do 
it we are stepping beyond the pale of our dutie"' as Senators, 
as I; see it. 

Why should we attempt to 'ay to the American people that 
they shall or shall not do certain things? 

That is my posi'tion, Mr. President. 
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The Senator from Wisconsin stated that the Springer reso

lution put the quietus upon the Grant ·boom. While- I have a 
high regard for the opinion of every Senator here, I believe that 
this resolution was intended to do the same thing for Mr. 
Coolidge; and instead of hurting him, if you do not ' look out, 
you will be creating sentiment in the opposite direction. 

You turned a man out of the Senate not long· ago. You 
refu ed to let him in here. If you had let him be sworn in, 
tried him, and turned him out for conduct unbecoming a 
gentleman, he would have gone back to Illinois possibly in 
disgrace and never been heard of any more. As it is, you kept 
him out, and y<>u have made a hero out of him. He has been 
reappointed. You will have to act on that. The people will 
re ent your action. They will reelect him on the lOth of 
April, and he will come back here again, and you will have 
him for the third time knocking at your doors; while, if you 
had let him in and then kicked him out, as you should have 
done, and as I wanted to help you do, you would have been 
rid of him. 

I believe firmly that if this resolution is passed by the 
Senate the American people will re ent it; and, as I said a 
wliile ago, if we Democrats over here believe that nobody can 
be elected for a third time, why not let the Republicans go 
ahead and nominate Mr. Coolidge. and give us the chance to 
beat him? 

Ju.st one other thing, Mr. President. 
Some people have a good deal to say about Mr. ·w·ashington. 

When :1\Ir. Washington was President of the United States there 
were 3,929,214 people in this country. When l\Ir. Grant was 
Prehident of the United States there were 38,558,371 people 
in this country. When 1\fr. Coolidge took the oath of office as 
Pre ident of the United States five years ago there were 
111,693,030 people in· this country, with a strong probability 
that to-day there are between 120,000,000 and 125,000,000 people 
in tbis country. 

1\Ir. Pre ·ident, with all due respect to President Washington, 
I have no doubt that if he had been down at his home in 
Mount Vernon and had seen an airship coming across while 
he was President, he might have ordered out the entire Ameri
can Army and Navy to find out what that thing was. I have 
no doubt that if Mr. Jefferson had been coming up to Wash
ington in his buggy he might baye shot at a man passing in 
an automobile. What may have been done by the 3,000,000 
people of that day and time, in the conditions and circum
stances· surrounding them, is no precedent for us to-day, with 
possibly 120,000,000 people facing modern conditions. 

1\lr. P1·esiuent, I did not care to make any . peech on this 
question; I merely wanted to put in the RECORD my views on 
the matter and to state why I ex_pect to :vote as I shall vote. 

1\Ir. Pre ident, I think the only ~ance the Democrats have 
to win is to combine the South and the West. I heard some 
Democratic SenattH'S say a while ago that they did not think 
it made much difference who was nominated on either side, 
that they did not think the Democrats had a chance. I think 
we are putting ourselves further from the chance when we 
take up four or five days in the Senate discussing a resolution 
that can not be made into law, that can not bind anybody, 
that would not affect anybody. The 120,000,000 people of this 
country can say, "Yes; 40 or 50 Senators voted that a man 
should not have a thil·d tei~m, but we have a right to say, and . 
to also say whether those Senators shall have a second term 
or not." 

I think it is unfortunate that this resolution was brought into 
the Senate. I think it will be unfortunate for the Senate to 
pass it. I would not be at all surprised, if the Senate· should 
pass the resolution, that they would find in the country a re
sentment for slapping in the face a man who has no oppor
tunity to I'eply. I have always had a contempt for a preacher 
who would get up in the pulpit and abuse somebody because 
be knew there could be no reply to him. I always had a con
tempt for a lawyer who would get up in the courthouse and 
take advantage of a witness and abuse him because he knew 
he had a judge and a lot of bailiffs to keep the witness from 
jumping up and beating the devil out of him. I believe in 
standing face to face with a man. 

I believe the Republicans and the Progressives should go 
to their conventions and that the Democrats should go to their 
convention, and that we should there fight out our party ques
tions. But when it comes to legislating for the great American 
people in this body we should be one and act for all the people 
of this country, regardless of factions or parties. 

Mr. HARRISON obtained the floor. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Presiclent--

Tbe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Mississippi yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

l\lr. ~RISON. I yield. 
.M1·. CURTIS. I want to call for a quorum, and then ask 

unanimous consent that we shall take a recess for 10 minutes, 
in order to pay our I'espects to and shake hands with the French 
aviators, Lieut. Dieudonn~ Castes and Lieut. Comruander 
Jo~eph Lebrix, who are now waiting to come into the Chambe~. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
· The PRESIDEJ\'"r pro tempore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena.
tors answered to their names : 
Ashurst Edwards La Follette 
Barkley .lf'erris !\fcKellar 
Bayard Fess 1\fcMaster 
Bingham Fletcher McNary 
Black Frazier Mayfield 
Blaine George i\!o ' es 
Blease Gerry Neely 
Borah Gillett Norbeck 
Bratton Gla s Norris 
Brookhart Gooding Nye 
Broussru:d Gould Oddie 
Bruce Greene Overman 
Capper Harris Pine 
Carawa~ Harri~on l.,ittman 
Copeland HawPS Ranl'1dell 
Couzens Hayden Reed, Pa. 
Curtis lletlin Robinson , Ark. 
Cutting Howell Robinson, Ind. 
Dale .Johnson Sackett 
Deneen Jones Schall 
Dill Kendrick Sheppard 
Edge King Sbips tead 

Shortridge 
Simmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Steck 
Steiwer 
St~pbens 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Trnmmell ' 
'I'ydings 
Tyson 
Wagner 
Wai ~b, ~fa • 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Waterman 
Wilt on 
Wheeler 
Willis 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Eighty- ix Senators having 
an. wered to their names, there is a quorum present. · 
BECEPTIO~ OF LIEUT. COMMAlilDER JOSEPH LEBRIX .A..."\'D LIEUT. 

DIEUDONNE COSTES, FRENCH AVIATOUS 

1\Ir. CURTIS. 1\lr. Pre~ident, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate stand in recess for 10 minut{>S. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the Senate will stand in recess until 
3.05 o'clock. 

The Senate being in recess, the Vice Pre. ·idflnt escorte-d tJ1e 
French aviator , Lieut. Commander Jo._eph Lebrix and Lieut. 
Dieudonne Castes, accompanied by :Mr. Paul Claudel, the 
French ambn .~sador, into the Chamber, where they were greeted 
with grent applause. 

The Vice President, the ambassador from France, and the 
French aviator tood in the area near the Secretat·y' desk, 
and Mr. CrnTIS, tlle majol'ity leader, and :Mr. RoBINSON of 
Arkansa~, the minority leader, personally presented the Mem
ber. of the Senate to the distinguished visitors, after whieb they 
retired from the Chamber amid great applau e from the floor 
and the galleries. 

PRE IDENTIAL TERMS 

The recess having expired, the Senate re .. umed its essio-n 
and continued the consideration of the resolution ( S. Res. 1.28) 
submitted by 1\Ir. LA FoLLETTE. 

1\Ir. HARRISON. 1\lr. President, the .. cenario which tbe 
senior Senator from Wi~onsin [1\lr. LA FoLLETTE] has filmed 
is one of interest and amu ement. It i . full of trage<ly a. well 
m; comedy. It is a pity that it is only within the walls of this 
Cha.mber that it is being portrayed and that it could not be 
reproduced elsewhere so the country might vi~ualize on the 
screen the incidents that have happenPd here, the patho. , the 
sympathy, and the tragedy; the looks of di~st upon the part of 
certain embryo President ; the expressions of anxiety upon the· 
part of certain would-be Vice Presidents; the fright that . orne 
might be punished by the gentleman in the White Hou e if they 
should take certain positions with reference to the matte1·; the 
ambitious looks on the part -of others who would be legatees to 
all the mischievements of the administration. 

It is an amusing ituation that confronts the Senate. :My 
beart goes out to the Senator from Kansa [Mr. CURTIS), the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. WATSON], and the senior Senator 
from Ohio [l\fr. WILLIS] because they are in a bad fix when it 
comes to \Oting upon this particular re._olution. This is not a 
Democratic conception. We have nothing in the world to do 
with it. Of course, in the discharge of our duty here we have 
to vote on it. But the resolution originated on the other side 
of the aisle. I would vote gladly to excuse the Senator from 
Kansas, the Senator from Indiana, and the senior S~nator from 
Ohio from yoting on the proposition because I know, as y u 
know, l\Ir. President, and -as they know, that if they vote for it 
the President might chastise them as he cha tised on one occa
sion the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. FESS], and that it 
might be misconstrued in the country that the. e embryonic 
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presidential pos ibilitiea renlly do not wnnt the Presid~t to be 
a candidate for renomination. 

Everybody knows that the Senator from Kansas, the senior 
Senator from Ohio, and the Senator from Indiana do not care 
if President Coollclge is a candidate for renomination. They 
would battle for the nomination ju, t the same if he were a 
candidate. So, as far as that matter is concerned, it does not 
give tbem any concern. But if they vote against the resolution 
then they will have to answer alro, because they are then put in 
the attitude that they do not believe in the time-honored tradi-

. tion of Washington, Jefferson, Madison, -aml Monroe, and that 
really they thought the President was insincere and hypo
critical and that they did not believe him when he said he did 
n()t choose to nm for President again. They do not want to 
be put in that attitude, and yet the· country will accept theil' 
action in that way. 

Here we have talked for se-veral days-that is, Senators on 
the other side of the Chamber have-about the pending resolu
tion. Following the action of the distinguished junior Senator 
from Ohio ye:·terday in his three-hour discussion and the long 
speech of the eucalyptian gentleman from California this morn
ing [laughter], I am inclined to believe that there is a well-oiled 
filibuster against the resolution and that Senators on the other 
side of the aisle want to hold it here until after the Republican 
convention shall haYe met and nominated somebody. Then they 
might believe, when Mr. Coolidge is not renominated, that they 
are free to vote upon this particular proposition. 

Here is the junior Senator from Ohio [:Mr. FEss], who stated 
yesterday with vigor; and the papers throughout the country 
accepted it and the people will do likewise, that the President 
i. still a candidate for renomination and that be will accept it 
if it is given to him, because yesterday the junior Senator 
from Ohio admitted that he was so close to the President that 
even when they visited together at the White House and he left, 
his statements were likely to be accepted as the views of the 
President. I belie\e that is the language be employed when 
the President slapped him upon the wrist with a piece of 
chewing gum and said, "Simeon, don't do it again." [LB;ughter.] 

:Mr. President, evidently the distinguis]).ed Senator from Ohio 
had good reasons for the position he took. That is why there 
was so much confusion about the proposition for so long a 
time. After the President had seen him in the White House 
and upbraided and chastised him, arid was so. influential with 
him even as to cause the distinguished Senator from Ohio to 
go outside and tell a falsehood to the representatives of the 
newspapers of the country, he persisted in saying that "not
withstanding what the President has done, I am still for his 
renomination." 

I am glad the Vice President has just entei'ed the Chamber 
and taken the chair, because be is the only one, except those 
of us on this ·ide of the aisle, who is wholly disinte1·ested in 
the controversy thnt is waging on the other side of the Chamber. 
Of com·se, it makes no difference to us whether President Cool
iclge is renominated or some one else is nominated, and it makes 
no difference to . our di tinguished Vice President either. 
[Laughter.] He is giving no concern about it at all. He has 
made his position so clear that ever~·body knows he is not a 
candidate for President of the United States. [Laughter.] If 
!'resident Coolidge had been as clear in hi'3 statement as has 
our distinguished Vice President, the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio [~Ir. FEss] could not have confu ed the issue and 
pc1·sisted in being for the President. 

Mr. Presiuent, I want to read what- the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio has said about the President's position. Of com·se, 
I am not going to read the headlines in the papers of October 
21 of last year, which said " Coolidge rebukes FEss." I shall 
not do tbat, because yesterday the Senator made his confession. 
But I want to read from an utterance of the di tinguished 
junior Senator from Ohio following that incident. This is car
ried in the New York Times. 

I must admit that the Senator did grow a little cold on the 
President following this occurrence, and that for a while it 
seemed as though he had warmed up to the forces of the Willis 
crowd of Republican leaders in Ohio and was really for his 
colleague. He acted as though he was true to him for a while. 
Be stopped talking that Coolidge renomination stuff, but all of 
a sudden something changed the distinguished junior Senator 
from Ohio. Was it because Congressman BmnoN, of Ohio, 
came out for Hoover and started a fight in Ohio and the situa
tion got mixed up and then the distinguh;bed junior Senator 
from Ohio thought he would go back to his fu·st love. and 
l'enominate him fol' President of the United States? Here is 
what the Senator said, if he is quoted correctly. Of course, he 
may not lla ve been, but-1\lr. Oulahan is a most t·eputable corre
spondent and this is a very reputable paper: 

LXIX-179 

As gl>en to the New York Times to-day, the comment of Senator FEss 
was as follows- · 

This was October 22 of last year, several days follo\ving the 
chastisement that the President had administered to the dis
tinguished junior Senator from OhiO-

,, He said he did not choose to run," said Mr. F&ss. "He did the 
same thing when he was president of the Massachusetts Senate and was 
being urged to run for lieutenant governor. He followed the same 
tat.'tics," said Senat<lt' FEss_. "when he was Govern<~r of Massachusetts 
and was prevailed upon to become a candidate for President of the 
United States. It is the Coolidge way"-

Said the distinguished junior Senator from Ohio, who admits 
himself to be so close to the President and to know him so 
well-

" It is the Coolidge way of doiDg things. It is the Coolidge psy
chology"-

~aid the junior Senator from Ohio-

" It is my opinion that the mere fact that the President does not say 
something more in the face of general public clamor is proof that he 
intends to accept the nomination when it is offered him." 

Those are the words of the distinguished junior Senator from 
Ohio, who yesterday spoke against the resolution and who has 
been the most persistent leader in the country for the renomi
nation of President Coolidge. C<>n ·istency? Why, l\1r. Presi
dent, back here a little while ago the distinguished junior Sena
tor from Ohio gave out other statements, speaking about the 
President and the ten me of the President in office·: 

The situation is greatly aggravated by the eligibility to reelection. 
Not infrequently much of the enet·gy of the head of the administration 
during the first term is extended in getting 1·eady for reelection-

Said the junior Senator from Ohio-

Ineli~ibility for reelection would remove tbe ground whlch to-day 
makes the President too much the head of the party rather than the 
head of the Go\""ernment, no matter how much he might detest the dis
cl"iminution. The six <lr seven years is long enough to develop a r-eal 
policy, and would enable the administration to accompllsh better re
sults than two term of four years each, because. of the overemphasis 
of party success rather than of the general good. 

Those were the views fixe years ago of the distinguished 
~enator from Ohio before he became so close to the distinguished 
President of the United States. Ah, Mr. President he is not 
unlike 1\Iark Antony, who, in his funeral oration ov~r the body 
of Julius Cresar, said: 

You all did see that on the Lupercal 
I thrice presented him a kingly crown, 
Which he did thrice refuse. 

No, the Senator would follow the action of that historic char
acter. 

Mr. President, I submit that with the resolution before tiie 
Senate we mu~t not overlook the ft:!ct that every Senator who 
has spoken against the resolution, save one, went out in 1912 
in the fight within the Republican Party as to whether Theo: 
dore Roosevelt would be nominated .or William Howard Taft· 
and at that time fought the renomination of Theodore Roosevelt: 

In their speeches, I dare say-and I call upon them now to 
disclJ!im it if it is not true-they went f1·om one end of their 
States to tbe other saying that Roosevelt should not be elected 
because it would be in contravention of the traditions of the 
Government and the precedent established by Washington, Maili
~on, and Jefferson. That was the main contention that they 
waged against Roosevelt at that time. I asked the distin
guished and golden-throated Senator from California [1\.:Ir. 
SHORTRIDGE] to-dny if in that campaign he did not travel from 
one end of California to the other using those arguments in 
behalf of his candi~te. He stated if the newspapers quoted 
him in that way that he did not think it was true. 
~ Senators on tbe Republic:an side know what the issue was. 

They are changing front here. Some of them are voting one 
\lay or the other, being actUated by various motives which 
prompt them, some hoping that they may be the legatee of the 
President in the White House; others thinking it might bring 
them closer to him, so that they can get more patronage from 
him. However, I submit, Mr. President, that when they vote 
to eliminate from the resolution the words--

Resolt•ed, Tbat tbe Senate commends the observance of this precedent 
by the President-

tqey put the}Ilselves on record as disbelieving in the sin· 
. cerity of their own President. They Yote to put themsel\es in 
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the attitude that they refuse to commend him for observing the 
tradition of the past. · 

We have more faith in Calvin Coolidge than some of the Sen
ators on the other side who are close to him have in him. Of 
course, they know him better than we do. That may be the 
reason that prompts them. [Laughter.] But we believe that 
he meant what he said when he stated what he did, eYen 
though nobody understood it exactly at that particular time. 
When he elaborated upon it and amplified it to the national 
committee, of course everybody then understood wl1at he 
meant. However, if we had any doubt about it, it was all 
eliminated when the distinguished Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
CURTIS] threw his hat into the ring and began to make an 
aggressiYe fight for the nomination. [Laughter.] 

I have said all I wish to say. I am going to vote for the 
resolution and uphold the President. 

l\Ir. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I wish to suggest a way out 
of th~ dilemma in which some of our friends on the other side 
of the Chamber find themselves. These candidates for Presi
dent who ru·e hoping that Mr. Coolidge will not run are dis
turbed by the presence of this resolution. If they w...!l all vote 
for the resolution and tell the Preside;: t tha.t they at~t baclldng 
him up and supporting him in the position that be has taken 
all will be wel1, at least so far as their candidacy is concerned. 
If the President should frown upon them, they ean say, "Well, 
'did you not mean what yoi1 said when you said you did not 
choose to run? " So that is the way out of this dilemma for 
the distinguished candidates for the Presidency on the other 
side of the Chamber. 

Now I want to say a word or tW() in reply to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [1\Ir. REED]. He said that the expression of 
opinion in this body upon this question is no more than the 
expression of an old women's sewing society composed of 96 
women. Mr. President, this body has the powa- to confirm all 
the appointments of any consequence of the President. It has 
the power to impeach the President himself. The President 
can not-he can not obtain pay for his services except by the 
consent of the Senate. This body has the power to ratify 
treaties with foreign governments, and they can not be ratified 
except by its consent. The Senate is peculiarly the body se
l.ected by the foun{lers of this Government to be on the house
top watching out for any evil that might approach, calling at
tention to dangers that might come from any quarter, and 
certainly to preserve the ancient landmarks of the fathers. 

The tw<>-term tradition is as much a part of this Govern
ment as if it were written in the Constituti()n or the law so far 
as the sanction of the American people is concerned. They 
believe in it and they want it respected; and Senators who 
fool themselves and think that the people will think that we 
are trying to offend the President upon a great que&1:ion like 
this are, indeed, amusing as well as deceiving themselves. 
· Let me tell you, Mr. President, what will haDpen if the 
Senate fails and refuses to pass this resolution. The Senate 
will have shown to the country that it has no conviction on 
the subject and no desire to prevent a step toward monarchy 
1n America. The Senate can not afford to refuse to adopt this 
resolution. The Senate must go on record as protesting against 
any step toward monarchy. ~~ President with the power to fill 
the offices of this cotmtry, to direct legislation, to vet() it, to 
bestow favors upon powerful interests, can build a machine 
that would be almost impregnable. He could. by using his 
power, nominate himself for a second term and also for a 
third term. 

If this custom shall e>er be bt·oken in any particular it will 
be effectively broken. The Senator from Pennsylvania has 
stated that he would not favor breaking the two full-term cus
tom; that he would not favor breaking that precedent; but 
where a President has had part of a term and has had, in addi
tion, one full term, he is willing for him to have another. 
l\Ir. President, I repeat that if this precedent shall be broken 
at all the barriers will have been burned away, and thereafter 
any political party can insist, "Oh, well, that question has 
been up in the Senate, has been discussed, and then thrown into 
the wastebasket ; Coolidge was elected three times, and some 
other President was elected three times, and the way is open 
for you." Senators, this is no child's play; it is a serious 
matter, affecting the future well-being of the Republic and the 
life of this Government. Washington pointed the way. He said, 
in effect, " I refuse to be considered for a third term; that is 
tile precedent I set." And this great Government, the g1·eatest 
in all the world, has observed it to this good day. I am going 
to cast my vote for the adoption of this resolution. 

1\lr. KING. l\fr. President. will the Sl>nator permit me to 
'JURlify one ob~ervation of his? 

1\lr. HEFLIN. I yield. 

Mr. KING. The St:mator stated that treaties negotiated by the 
President must l>e ratified by th~ Senate. That, of course is 
the constitutional requirement, but the Senator will recall tbat 
when the Senate recently refused to ratify a treaty a modus 
vivendi was entered into under the terms of which the rejected 
n·eaty was to be put into effect and given vitality. 

Mr. HEFLIN. ·which ought not to be permitted. Mr. Presi-
dent, the Senate ought to assert itself. 

Mr. KING. I agree "\\ith the Senator. 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. Pr-esident--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alab::qna . 

yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
l\Ir. HEFLIN. I yield the floor. 
M:r. BORAH. I am going to ask the Senator from Utah to 

what modus vivendi he refer·s? 
l\Ir. KING. I refer to the modus vivendi which wa neg()

tiated in the summer of 1927 between the United States and 
Turkey, under the terms of which, as I interpret them the 
provisions of the Lausanne treaty were to be regarded ~s in 
effect and the American ambassador sent to Turkey was to treat 
some of the pr()visions of the treaty as being in effect. 

Mr. BORAH. 1\Ir. President, I think the Senator will ascer
tain upon investigation that he is in error in regard to this 
matter. That which the President did in regard to the Turk
ish situation was unquestionably within the power of the 
President to do. He made no effort in any way to put into 
effect the Lausanne treaty, and it is not in effect at this time. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I differ with the chairman of 
the Foreign Relations Committee. If that part of the modus 
vivendi which in effect declared that the principlE's of inter
national law should obtain in the relations between the two 
countries, then my eminent friend would be correct · but I 
think that a careful perusal of the terms of the modus' vivendi 
will show that it goes further than that and attempts to put 
into operation the treaty, or some of its pro>isions which 
had been rejected by the Senate. ' 

Mr. BORAH. I think, Mr. President, I will be able to 
convince the Senator, when we get all the facts, that I am not 
in error. Because of a statement which the Senator made 
some time ago, I had occasion personally to investigate this 
matter, and I am quite sure that he is in error as to the facts. 

SEVERAL SEN A TORS. Vote ! 
Mr. HARRISON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. 1\~ELY. Mr. President, in order to relieve the dis

tinguished senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. WILLIS] and the 
equally distinguished Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BINGHAM] 
of all po sible embarrassment to which their voting for this 
resolution might subject them, I offer an amendment to be 
added at the end of the last paragraph of the resolution, as 
follows: 

P1'ovitkd, That if the President should change his mind and choose 
to become a candidate for ret>lection the last paragmph of this r t>so
lution hall l>e held to be null and void. 

[Laughter.] 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment is not in order 

at this time_ There is a motion pending to refer the resolution 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

l\1r. NEELY. Then I ask that my amendment may lie on 
the table, subject to be called up when it becomes in ordE-r. 

The YIOE PRESIDENT. The amendment will lie on the 
table. 

The question is on the motion of the Senator from Con
necticut to refer Senate Resolution 128 to the Committee ou. 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mt·. President, I have listened with great 
interest and some edification to the mellifluous eloquence of wy 
distinguished friend, the silver-tongued orator from Mississippi 
[Mr. HARRISo~]. He is always ready to come to the aid of the 
Republicans in time of need and to give us the pleasure of 
listening to the good advice which he thinks we so greatly 
need from time to time. Never does he rise to address us that 
I do not sit back comfortably in my chair and know that :omf:'
thing delightful and worth listening to is coming. I was pa r
ticularly glad to-day to hear him say that he had so much faith 
in the P1;esident. It is refreshing to find that he ha~ changed 
his mind since he delivered that wonderful oration in Madison 
Square Garden on the occasion of so much harmony in his party, 
when the references which he made to the pre ·ent PresidE-nt of 
the {.Tuitetl States were not exactly in line with what he said 
to-day. 

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator must have a long memory. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I do not wonder that the Democrats have a 

short memor~· in regard to that ~casion, 1\.lr. P t·esident. I only 
hope that the 4-H Club that is going l:o meet dowu in Texas 
next June wiU be easier for them to :t:emember. 

• 
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·Furthermore, the direful ·prophecies of the modern white

robed Cassandra from Alabama with regard to the danger of 
our becoming a monarchy are · also duly noted on this side of 
the Cbamber. We regret that he bas so much pessimism in 
regard to the Republicans. His direful prophecies, however, I 
understand, at·e in the nature of precious advice and warning 
to us. Just why we need all this advice is a little mysterious. 

A few weeks ago, A-Ir. Pre..;ident, we on this side of the aisle 
looked on in silence and amusement while the Democ-ratic con
Tention was in progress on the oth.er side of the aisle. But 
we offered no warning or advice. We saw presidential candi
dates, including the one who has so recently -told us that per
sonally he preferred two terms, holding forth in a manner that 
brought croucls of grief to the brow of my distinguished friend 
from Mississippi, who looked as though the only thing he de
sired wn some way of escape from the Chamber. \Vhen the 
Democratic convention was in progress on the other side of the 
aisle we did not rush in with eloqu(>nce and advice, but stayed 
quietly on our own side, hoping that they would settle it all 
m· a harmonious manner, ·as was done a few days later, when 
the distinguished Ca~sandra from Alabama said that words 
uttered apparently in earnestness actually were uttered merely 
in jest. · 

As a mutter of fact, Mr. President, this resolution does not 
appear to me really to concern the gentlemen on the other side 
of the aisle. Why should they care so much about it? They 
have no thh·d-term candidate in view. They need not worry 
about the proprieties or the principles involved, or the prece
dents likely to be established. That i,s a n1atter which the Re
publican convention has to worry about. Nevert11eless, although 
the distinguished Senator from Mississippi has told us to-day 
that this did not concern them, they have spent a great deal of 
time considering it, and have shown an almost sensith·e, tender 
interest in what was going ou. 

Indeed, the distinguished Senator from Alabama has several 
times urged us to p~ss the resolution immediHtely. True, his 
personal preferences in regard to two terms can not be put into 
effect unless he can secure at least one term, Mr. President. 
Is it that his chances of securing one term seem to depend upon 
the thought that if we do not pass this resolution somebody 
else may be nominated for a thil'd t(>rm? 

Mr. President, as has often been said before, we fear the 
Greeks when bearing gift . This touching interest in · our wel
fare which has been shown by the gentlemen on the other side 
of the aisle leads one to suspect that they fear that if, through 
force of ch:cumstances, the present occupant of the White House 
.should be chosen by the Republican convention and should run, 
their chances of having a President in the White Iiouse might 
go glimmet•ing. Can this be the cau ·e of so much interest and 
advice? 

Actually, Mr. President, the question before us is a motion to 
refer the resolution to the committee. I should like .to give 
very briefly two or three reasons why it seems to me that this 
matter ought to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

In the first place, the point arises as to whether it is a proper 
resolution for us to consider. The Constitution gives us cer
tain legislative duties. Is it not true that lately the Senate 
has come into disrepute through a ll!rge part of the country, 
due to the fact that we so often neglect our legislative duties 
to become a grand jUry, or to become a band of prosecuting 
attorneys, or to become a group of investigators and inquisitors, 
not so much with the intention of perfecting legislation as in 
an effort to purify and uplift the American public? We have 
neglected our legislative duties. In this kind of resolution it 
seems t() me we are n(>glecting them ·again. Therefore, I think 
this resolution should be t•eferred to a committee to see whether 
it is a proper resolution for us to consider. 

In the second place, if the resolution is a proper one, is it in 
the best possible language? Is it not possible to amend the 
l'esolution so that it might more nearly meet the views of the 
distinguished Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoRAH], so that in case 
of grave national emergency there might be no cloud on the 
necessity of securing a Pr(>sident for a thh·d term, as, for ex
ample, in time of war? 

In the third place, l\Ir. President, if it is not a proper reso
lution, ought not that committee to consider very carefully 
whether or not an amendment to the Constitution ought to be 
offered for our consideration? If all the eloquence that has 
been heard in regard to a third term be founded on sound public 
policy and be wise, then surely there ought to be some amend
ment to the Constitution so that in case the public goes crazy 
over. some popular military hero then it might be I'estrained by 
a constitutional provi ~ion preventing his consideration. 

For those. reasons, l\fr. President, I hope very much that this 
i;esolutron may be referr.e(l to the .Committee on the Judiciary. 
Its distinguished chairman, its distinguished membership, assure 

us ·that there is no danger of its · being, as my friend :from Ala ... 
bama believes, a "wastebasket." There is no danger of its 
being considered a "chloroform chamber," as has been sug
gested by the Senator from ·wisconsin. There is every reason 
to believe that under the distinguished chairmanship of tile 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. NoRRIS] the 1·esolution will receive 
earnest consideration and will be put in such shape that all 
of us who n·uly · believe in the ancient traditions and land
marks of the ~ation may .have an opportunity of expressing 
oursetres by voting on such an amendment to the Constitu
tion as they might propose. So we might avoid the accusation 
which has been leveled against us by many newspapers and 
many public men throughout the country of wasting our time 
considering and passing resolutions which. the Constitution 
neYer intended us to consider and which in no way lie in the 
realm of legislation. 

l\Ir. HEFLIN. Mr. President, just one word in reply to the 
Senator. 

He referrro to what transpired on this side a few days ago on 
the Hearst-Mexican-Catholic scandal, anu incidentally he re
ferred to something that I said concerning tar and feathers, 
used figuratively and in fun, of course, when replying to the 
Senator from Arkansas. I am sure that the Senator does not 
for a moment b(>lieve that I intended that remark to be taken 
seriously. I have not found a Senator in this Chamber on 
either side who thought that I made that retort seriously to 
the Senator from Arkansas, and neither have I found anybody; 
outside of this Chamber who hold to su~h a view except thre@ 
feeble-minded persons, and I am hanng them examined for 
entry into St. Elizab(>ths Asylum. [Laughter.] No person with 
any gray matter above his eyes believes that I intended that 
remark seriously. Only those who haYe scrambled eggs and 
mayonnaise dressing in their heads took that remark seriously. 
[Laughter.] 

In all seriousness I want to say this to the dlstinguisheq 
Senator, lloweTer : He talked as though this were a partisan 
political matter and we were trying to me<ldle with the Repub
lican Party's program. Senators, Washin~ton warned against 
this very situation. He told us to be on guard always against 
the partiflan spirit and to let our country's welfare stand above 
it on all occasions. I say. to you to-day in all seriousness; 
whether the occupant of the White House be a Democrat or . a 
Republican, I will vote, every chance I get, _ to stand by this 
great principle laid down by Washington. We ought to do 
everything in our power every time 've get a chance to hold 
this Government ti·ue to the purpose of its creation. We ought 
not to fling aside its best interests for the partisan welfare 
of anybody or any party. We ought to put country above party. 
Then let Democrats and Republicans alike here to-day show 
their patriotism, their willingness to do the right thing, r~gard-
less of party considerations. . 

The VIOE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Connecticut [l\fr. BINGHAM] to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRISON. I call for the yeas and nays. . 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. EDWARDS (when his name was called). I have a gen

eral pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. DENEEN], and in 
his absence I withbold my vote. If the Senator from Illinois 
were present he would vote u yea." If I were permitted t.o 
vote, I would vote "nay." 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. PHIPPs], wb() is 
absent. If he were present, he would vote J• yea," and if I were 
at liberty to vote, I would vote "nay." I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CARAWAY (when Mr. METCALF's name was called). I 
have a general pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. METoALF], who I find is absent. When my name was 
called I 'voted "nay," but not knowing h()w the Senator from 
Rhode Island would vote were he present, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SWANSON (when his name was called). I have a pair 
'vith the senior Senator from Maine [1\lr. HALE], who is absent. 
lf he were present, he would vote "yea," and if I were at lib
erty to Yote, I would vote "nay." 

Mr. TYSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. GoFF], 
who is absent. Not knowing bow he would vote were he pres
ent, I withl10ld my vote. If permitted to vote, I would vote 
"nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. TYDINGS. I desire to announce that the junior Senator 

from South Carolina [Mr. Bu1ASE] is detained from the Senate 
on official business, and that if he were present, he would 
vote "yea." 
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Mr. FLETCHER. I transfer my pair with the junior Sena

tor from Delaware [Mr. DU PONT] to the senior Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. REED] and vote "nay." 

Mr . .ASHURST (after having voted in the negative). I rise 
to inquire whether the junior Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. KEYEs] has voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That Senator has not voted. 
1\lr. ASHURST. I am paired for the day with the junior 

Senator from New Hampshire, and being unable to secure a 
transfer, I respectfully ~ithdra w my vote. 

The result was ::tnnounced-yeas Zi, nays 52, as follows: 
YEAS-27 

Bingham Gooding Oddie 
Capper Gould Pine 
Curtis Greene Reed, Pa. 
Dale McLean Robinson, Ind. 
Edg-e McNary Sackett 
Fe· · Moses Schall 
Gillett Norbeck Shorhidge 

N.'l..YS-!J2 
Barkley Ferris Kendrick 
B<tyard Fletcher King 
Black Frazier La Follette 
B la ine Get-ry McKellar 
Borah Glass McMa. tPr 
Bratton Harris Mayfield 
Rrookhart Harrison Neely 
Broussard Hawes Norris 
Bruce Ha.vden Nye 
Copeland Heflin Overman 
Couzens Howell Pittman 
Cutting Johnson Ransdell 
Dill Jones Robinson, Ark. 

NOT VOTING-15 
Ashur t du Pont Hale 
Blease Edwards Keye 
Caraway George Metcalf 
Deneen Goff Phipps 

Smoot 
Steiwer 
Warren 
Waterman 
Watson 
Willis 

Sheppard 
Sbipstead 
Simmons / 
Smith 
Steck 
Stephens 
Thomas 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Wagner 
Walsh, Mass. 
Wa.h;h, Mont. 
Wheeler 

Reed, Mo. 
Swanson 
Tyson 

So the Senate refused to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. · 

The VICE PRESIDE ...... T. Does tile Senator from West Vir
ginia desire a vote on his amendment? 

Me. NEELY. By an mean ~. Mr. Pre ident. 
The VICE PRESIPENT. The clerk will read the amend

ment. 
The CHIEF CLERK. Add at the end of the resolution the 

following proviso : 
Provided, That if the President should change his mtnd and choose 

to become a candidate for reelection. the last paragraph of thts reso
lution shall be held void and of no effect. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agt·eeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 
l\Ir. FESS. Mr. President, I offer an amendment. After 

line 8, following the colon, I move to strike out all the bal
ance of the paragraph, consisting of the words "A.rt.d be it ftw
ther t·esolved, That the Senate commends the observance of 
this precedent by the President." 

l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, does the Senator desire 
to make a statement with regard to the amendment? 

1\Ir. FESS. Not unless the Senator from Wiscon in is op
posed to it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I t:lesire to make a statement concern
ing it in my own time. I want to accept the amendment, but 
I de ire to make a statement concerning it. 

Mr. FESS. I do not care to be heard if the Senator is 
going to accept it. 

:llr. COPELAND. 1\Ir. President, before the Senator from 
Wisconsin proceeds, may we have the proposed amendment 
stated? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the amend
ment. 

The CHIEF CLERic The Senator from Ohio offers the follow
ing amendment: On page 1, to strike out, on lines 8, 9, and 10, 
the words "And be it further resolved,, That the Senate commends 
the observance of this precedent by the President." 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Pres~dent, much of the debate on 
.this resolution has gone afield into the consideration of poten
tial political developments, in which I have no concern, and 
which, in my judgment, add nothing to the importance of the 
principle involved in the resolution now bef()re the Senate. 

I did not offer the resolution with any concern whatsoever 
for its possible effect, for good or ill, upon the political for
tone of President Coolidge or any other individual or any 
political party or faction. My concern was and is for the 
maintenance of a traditional principle as old as the Govern
ment itself, that no man should hold the presidential office 
for a. longer period than eight years, or more than once emr)loy 
the kingly-power and prestige of the offiee to renominate him-

self and thus destroy that principle. That is my position at 
this hour. 

I first offered a resolution on this subject on February 22 
1927, in exactly the form in which it was adopted by the Hou ~ 
of Representatives in 1875 by the overwhelming majority of 
234 to 18. That resolution had the ~upport of Garfield, Hoar, 
Frye, Hale, and all the eminent Republicans and Democrats in 
the House of Representatives of that day. That resolution was 
introduced and adopted when it appeared that President Grant 
might be a candidate for a third term in 1876. 

When I introduced the resolution on February 22 last it was 
generally accepted that President Coolidge would be a candidate 
for renomination, and I regarded the two-term principle as 
being in immediate jeopardy. On August 2, 1927, the President 
issued his statement, "I do not choose to run for President in 
1928." On December 6 he amplified and emphasized that state
ment with a declaration which until recently has been generally 
interpreted, even by some of his immediate and warmest fliends, 
to mean that he would not be a candidate. 

Accordingly, I added to the resolution introduced by me a year 
ago a clause declaring the commendation of the Senate for the 
observance of this time-honored precedent. 

I added this clause in good faith and in all sincerity in order 
to avoid the charge that because of lli.Y political opposition to the 
policie"' of Pre~ident Coolidge I had attempted to get the Senate 
by implication to go on record to the effect that it did not take 
the President at his word in the statements issued by him on 
August 2 and December 6. 

Kevertheless, within the last few days some of the prominent 
ant:l powerful organization leaders of the Republican Party, 
notable among the number being National Committeeman Rilles, 
of New York, have openly and publicly proceeded to launch a 
movement to " draft " President Coolidge in utter disregard of 
the principles for which I am contending. 

Until I heard the address of the Senator from Ohio yesterday 
I did not believe it wa · possible that the President's statements 
could be interpreted otherwise than as being conclusive, nor did 
I believe, following the December 6 statement, that he could be 
induced to yield to such a movement and thereby repudiate the 
as ·urance he has given the country and his party, as I interpret 
it, and thus to attempt the destruction of the anti-third-term 
tradition. 

To ' my astonishment, and I think to the astonishment of the 
country, the President's closest political friends in the Senate, 
led by the Senator from Ohio, object to the clause of commenda
tion on the ground that the President did not, by the expre .. s 
language which he employed, foreclose his acceptance of a nomi
nation if. it were tendered him by the convention. 

In view of the sources from which this objection emanates, 
and in view of the authentic character which mu t be given 
their interpretation of the President's intent, I accept the 
amendment to the resolution . striking out the concluding para
graph. 

Mr. NORRIS. l\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the ~enator from Nebra ka? 
:Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 
1\lr. NORRIS. I wish the Seruttor would not accept the 

amendment, because, while I myself do not care for a roll call, 
there are some of us who would like to vote on the amend
ment. I am opposed to the amendment. If the Senator accepts 
it, of course it will go in as a part of the resolution, and we 
would have no vote on it. The Senator can accept the amend
ment, and I presume with his favor it v.;n be adopted, but I 
wish the Senate might have a vote on it. Otherwise those who 
want to vote on the question would have to offer an amendment 
covering the same matter as an addition to the resolution. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 
1\Ir. HEFLIN. 1\Iy understanding was that the Senator said 

that so far as he was concerned he would accept it. 
l\lr. LA FOLLETTE. No, 1\Ir. Ptesident; it is my intention, 

as the author of the resolution, for the reasons which I have 
stated, and which I was continuing to state, to accept the 
axnendment. · 

The VICE PRESIDEKT. The amendment can be reoffered by 
any Senator from the floor. 

1\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. Yes, 1\Ir. President. I accept this 
amendment, because the reoolution of oomm'endation adds 
nothing to the force of tl1e first re~lution nor to the weight of 
the Senate's declaration at this time, in view of the situation, 
against the breach of the two-term tradition. 

As a matter of fact, Mr. President, the elimination qf this 
concluding paragraph upon the insistence and demand of the 
President's intl!nl!te f!ie_!lds and supporters more sharply em-
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. phasizes the iml)()rtanee and the direct implication contained in 
· the body of the resolution. 

Let there be no misunderstanding, and I think there should be 
none, in 'iew of the frank statements made by me at the time 
this resolution was introduced, and during its consideration 
as to its import and intended effect. Without regard to per
sonalities involved, it is a direct expression of the Senate's 

,adherence to and determination to maintain this.important and 
sound ti·adition. The urgent necessity for its adoption by 
the Senate is only emphasized by the attitude in which his most 
intimate friends and hearty supporters have placed President 
Coolidge during the course of this debate. 

l\Ir. NORRIS. Mr. President, I shall not offer as an amend
ment the language which has been taken out of the resolution 
by its author, but I can not permit the occasion to pass without 
just a few words upon the subject. 

As a friend of the President, as an old liner and a stalwart, 
I want to protest against this motion favored and backed by a 
few Xew England and mid-west radiCJlls. [Laughter.] I take 
it that those who favor the amendment are unfriendly to Presi
(lent Coolidge. I think it is a slap at the President, and as a 
bitter partisan supporter of the President, I want publicly to 
resent it. 

Here is a resolution to be passed by this high legislative body 
in which we directly commend the President for a patriotic act 
that he did. We undertake to give him a compliment for fol
lowing in the line, the pathway, and the footsteps of Washing
ton, Jefferson, and other illustrious leaders in our country. 
Then here come a few earnest, perhaps, honest, perhaps, but 
ill-advised insurgents, and they insist that we shall insult the 
President of the United States, that at least we shall not com
mend him for following in the footsteps of Washington. His 
enemies may say, and will say, I think, that in this case we 
ought to commend him because those like the junior Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. FEss] and his followers, who are backing up 
the motion, would probably say that we ought not to establish 
thjs kind of a precedent. They could say, they might say, and 
I fear they will say, that the President has so seldom followed 
in the footsteps of ·washington, Jefferson, and others of our 
illustrious forefathers, that they -do not want to establish a 
precedent now by commending him in this case where he has 
done it. 

I want to warn these obstreperous Senators that they are 
treading on dangerous ground. There are those of us who 
are patriotically trying to back up the President in every good 
thing that he does, who will not forget this conduct and this 
.attempt to really criticize the President. The President him
. self will not forget it. A man of his ability and his tempera
ment will remember it as some Senators here have had occasion 
to know that he has remembered things like this in the past. 
He ought to remember it. I should not be surprised if in the 
proper following out of his constitutional duty, now estab
lished, to declare war without the consent of Congress, these 
Senators who are undertaking to strike out of the resolution 
this clause of praise and commendation to the President will 
find themselves drafted into the marines [laughter] and used 
for tl1e purpo e of bringing about fajr elections in Philadelphia 
and Pittsburgh. [Laughter.] 

1\-fr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, may we have the resolution 
read now a~it would read as amended? -
- Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I understand the amendment I 
proposed has been accepted and there will be no vote on it. 
I wish to offer a further amendment. In line 4, after the 
word "second," I move to insert the word "elective," so it 
would read '" after the second elective term." I qo not care to 

· debate it. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio offers an 

amendment, which will be stated. · 
The CHIEF CLEB.K. In line 4, afte:r;: the word "second," insert 

the word "elective," so as to make the resolution read: 
Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the prececlent estab

lished by Washington and other P1·esideuts of the United States in 
retiring from the presidential office after their second elective term 
has become. by uni:ver al concurrence.>, a part of our republican system 
of government, and that any departure from this time-honored custom 
woulu be unw:ille, unpatriotic, and fraught with peril to our free 
institutions. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, if I understand the Senator, 
his amendment would mean that the President would have to be 
elected two times. He might serve 3 years and 11 months of a 
term to which he succeeded as Vice President, but under the 
amendment that service· would not count; he would have to have 
two elections. · 

Mr. FESS. I think the Senate will easily recognize the 
meaning of the word ''elective." 

Mr. HEFLIN. Certainly, 

lft. FESS. We have had six Presidents who have been p~o.
moted from the Vice Presidency. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Then he might serve 11 years and 11 
months--

Mr. FESS. Yes; and he might serve eight years and one 
day, too. 

Mr. HEFLIN. He might serve 11 years and 364 days, as a 
Senator sitting near me ~uggests, and still under the Senator's 
amendment he could have two full terms by being elected to 
them. 

Mr. FESS. He could. Thi& means simply that the American 
people can, if they want to, elect a man the second time, 
although he bas served a portion of a term to which he came 
without being elected to that term, but was, under the Consti
tution, promoted to that terni. I do not care to discuss the 
amendment . . It is understood by the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HARRISON. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk P!O

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. ASHuRST (when his name was called). Being unable 

to obtain a transfer of my . pair with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. KEYEs], I withhold my vote. 

Mr. EDWARDS (when his name w&s called). I have a gen
eral pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. DENEEN]. Not 
knowing how he would vote on this question, I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. PHIPPS]. Not 
knowing how he would vote on this question, I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. SWANSON (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. I do not 
know how be would Yote on this question, und therefore with
hold my ""Vote. If permitted to vote, I would vote "nay." 

Mr. TYSON (when his name was c~lled). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. GoFF]. 
Not knowing how he would vote on this question, I withhold 
my vote. If permitted to vote, I would vote" nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. FLETCHER. Making the same announcement ·as before 

as to my pajr and its transfer, I vote "nay." · 
Mr. CARAWAY. I have a pair with the junior Sen~tor from 

Rhode Island [Mr. METcALF]. Not knowing how he would vote, 
I withhold my vote. If permitted to vote, I would vote "nay." 

The result was announced-yeas 6, nays 73, as follows: 

Bingham 
Fess 

Barkley 
Bayard 
Black 
Blaine 
Blease 
Bomh 
Bratton 
Brookhart 
Broussard 
Bruce 
Capper 
Copeland 
Couzens 
Curtis 
Cutting 
Dale 
Dill 
Edge 
Ferris 

McLean 
Warren 

F1etcber 
Frazier 
Gerry 
Gillett 
Glass 
Gooding 
Gould 
Greene 
HalTiS 
Harrison 
Hawes 
Hayden 
fit'tlin 
Howell 
Johnson 
Jones 
Kt'ndrick 
King 
La Follette 

YEAS-6 
Waterman 

NAYS-73 
M'cKel1ar 
llcMaster 
McNary 
Mayfield 
Moses 
Neely 
Norbeck 
Norris 
Nye 
Oddie 
Overman 
Pine 
Pittman 
Ransdell 
Reed, Pa. 
Robinson, Ark. 
Robinson, Ind. 
Silckett 
Schall 

NOT VOTING-15 
Ashurst Edwards Keyes 
Car a way Ueorge Metcalf 
Deneen Gotr Phipps 
du Pont Hale Reed, Mo. 

So Mr. FESs's amendment was rejectetl. 

Willi.a 

Sheppard 
Shipstead 
Simmons 
Smith / 
Smoot V" 
Steck 
Steiwer 
Stephens 
Thomas 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Wagner 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson 
Wheeler 

Shortridge 
Swanson 
Tyson 

Mr. BINGHAl\1. I desire to offer an amendment, to which I 
ask the attention of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoRAH]. It 
is in line with his remarks this afternoon. In line 6, after the 
word " custom," I move to insert the words " except in a ca. e of 
grave national emergency." 

The VICE PUESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

resolution as amended. 
Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to the reso

lution. In line 7, after the word ·• unwise," I move to strike 
out the words "unpatriotic~ and fraught with peril to our free 
institutions." 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President-
Mr. McKELLAR. I..et the amendment be reported. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 

from Arkansas. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The last amendment proposed 

by the Senator from Ohio which was voted on constituted an 
interpretation of the intent and true meaning of the resolution. 
We have been discussing the resolution now for everal days, 
and I think the amendment of the Senator from Ohio last voted 
upon, and which was rejected by a vote of 70 opposed to the 
amendment to 6 in favor of it, disclosed that the Senate fully 
understands the re~olution. I think that it will not be neces
sary to amend it. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Vote! 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FESs]. 
The amendment was rejected. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

resolution as amended. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE and Mr. HARRISON called for the yeas 

and nays, and they were ordered. 
The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
1\fr. ASHURST (when his name was called). For the day 

I am paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
KEYEs]. I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Mis
souri [Mr. REED] and vote " yea." 

Mr. CARA,VAY (when his nnme was called). Making the 
same announcement with reference to my pair as on the 
previous vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. EDWARDS (when his name was called). On this ques
tion I am paired witll the Senator from Illinois [1\Ir. DENEEN]. 
If he were present~ I am informed that he would vote "yea." 
As I intend to vote in the affirmative, I am permitted to vote, 
and vote" yea." 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Colorado [:Mr. PHIPPS]. If he 
were present, he would vote "nay," and if I were permitted to 
vote I should vote "yea." 

Mr. SWANSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Maine [1\fr. HALE]. I am in
formed by his colleague the junior Senator from Maine [1\Ir. 

· GoULD] that if .he were pre ent he would vote "nay." If I 
were privileged to vote, I should vote "yea." I withhold my 
vote. · 

Mr. TYSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from West Virginia [1\lr. GoFF]. Not 
knowing how be would vote if present, I withhold my vote. If 
permitted to vote, I should vote " yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
1\Ir. FLETCHER. I have a gE-neral pair with the Senator 

from Delaware [1\Ir. DU PoNT]. I am advised, however, that if 
he we1·e present he would vote as I intend to vote. I will there
fore vote. I vote " yea." 

The result was announced-yeas 56, nays 26, as follows : 
YEAS-56 

Ashurst 5?Jting Howell Sackett 
Barkley Johnson Schall 
Bayard Edwards Kendrict Sheppard 
Black Fletcher King Shipstead 
Blaine Frazi!'l' La ll'ollette Simmons 
Borah GetTy McKellar Smith 
Bratton Gillett McMaster Steck 
Brookhart Glass Mayfield Stephens 
Broussard Gooding Neely Thomas 
Bruce Harris Norris Trammell 
Capper Harrison ~ye Tydings 
Copeland Hawes Ovct·man Wagner 
Couzens Hayden Pittman Walsh, Mont. 
Curtis Heflin Robinson, Ark. Whet>ler 

NAYS-26 
Bingham Greene Pine Walsh, :Mass. 
Blease Jones Ransdell Warren 
Dale McLenn Reed, Pa. Waterman 
Edge McNary Robinson, Ind. Watson 
Ferris Moses Shortridge Willis 
Fess Norbeck Smoot 
Gould 9ddic Steiwer 

NOT VOTING-12 
Caraway George Keyes Reed, Mo. 
Deneen GofT - Metcalf Swanson 
duPont Hale PWpps Tyson 

So the resolution as modified was agreed to, as follows: 
Resol1:ed, That it is the sense of the Senate that the precedent estab

lished by Washington and other Pt·esidents of the United States in 
retiring ft·om the presidential office after their second term has become, 
by universal concurrence, a part of out· republican system of government, 
and that any departure from this time-honored custom would be unwise, 
unpatriotic, and fraught with peril to our free institutions. 

ALIEN PROPERTY AND OTHER CLAIMS 

1\Ir. SMOOT. I move that the Senate proceed to the con..,id
eration of Calendar No. 281, being House bill 7201 known as the 
alien property bill. ' 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Utah to proceed to the consideration of House 
bill 72.01. 

The motion •was agreed to ; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of t~e Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7201) to 
provide for the settlement of certain claims of American na
tionals against Germany and of German nationals against the 
United States, for the ultimate return of all property of German 
nationals held by the Alien Property Custodian, and for the 
equitable apportionment among all claimants of certain avail
able funds, which had been reported from the Committee on 
Finance with amendments. 

Mr. CURTIS. I ask the Senator if he will not allow the bill 
to be temporarily laid aside, so that I may make a request. 

Mr. SMOOT. I ask unanimous consent that the unfini lled 
business may be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
ADJOURNM~T TO MONDAY 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I am advised that a number of 
Senators will be away to-morrow, and I ask unanimous consent 
that when the Senate concludes its bu iness to-day it adjourn 
to meet at 12 o'clock on Monday next. 

The VICE PRESIDEN'l'. I there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
A mes ·age from the House of RepresentatiYes, by Mr. Halti

gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the di agreeing 
vote of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R 278) to amend section 5 of the act entitled "An 
act to provide for the construction of certain public buildings, 
and for other purposes," approved May 25, 1926. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 2656) to establish a minimum area for a Shenandoah 
National Park for administration, protection, and general de
velopment by the National Park Service, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
The mes ·age further announced that the Speaker had affixed 

his signature to the follo'i\ing enrolled bill , and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

H. R. 473. An act authorizing the· Ashland Bridge Co., its 
successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Ohio River at or near Ashland, Ky. ; 

H. R. 7013. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
War to lend to the Governor of Arkansas 5,000 canvas cots, 
10,000 blankets, 10,000 bed sheets, 5,000 pillows, 5,000 pillow
cases, and 5,000 mattresses or bed sacks to be used at the en
campment of the United Confederate Veterans to be held at 
Little Rock, Ark., in 1\Iay, 1928 ; 

H. R. 7902. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State Highway Department of the State of Alabama to construct, 
maintai~, and operate a free highway . bridge across the Coosa 
River at or near Wetumpka, Elmore County, Ala.• and 

H. R. 8269. An act making appropriations for the Departments 
of State and Justice and for the judiciary, and for the De
partments of Commerce and Labor, for the fi. ·cal year ending 
June 30, 1929, and for other purposes. 

PETITION"S AND MEMORIALS 
Mr. THOMAS presented sundry memorials numerously signed 

by citizens of the State of Oklahoma, remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called Brookhart bill relative to the distri
bution of motion pictures in the Yarious motion-picture zones 
of the country, which were referred to the Committee on Inter
state Commerce. 

Mr. BINGHAM presented a resolution adoptM by Ben Miller 
Council, No. 11, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Danbury, Conn., protesting against repeal of the national-origins 
provisions of the existing immigration law, which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a re ·olution adopted by the Connecticut 
State Federation of Women' Clubs, indorsing the so-called 
McSweeney bill, to facilitate re~earch as to methods of fore t 
production and conservation, which was referred to the Com
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also pre ented a memorial of sundry citizens of Cromwell, 
Conn., remonstrating against the 'adoption of the propo cd naval 
building program, which was rE-ferred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 
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He also prese-nted a memorial of sundry citizens of New 

Haven, Conn., remonstrating against the passage of the so-
• called Brookhart bill relative to the distribution of motion 

pictures in the va1ious motion-picture zones of the country, 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com
merce. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkan~as presented a resolution adopted 
by the Little Rock (Ark.) Engineers' Club, favoring the passage 
of Senate bill ·851, affording relief to relatires of persons losing 
their li\es in the disaster to the U. S. S. Nonnan, which was 
refeiTed to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Southern 
States Conference of Beekeepers' Associations, favoring inclu
sion in the next census of provision for the enumeration of 
colonies of bees excepting those on farms, etc., which was re
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Southern 
States Conference of Beekeeper~' Associations, protesting 
against the passage of the proposed corn sugar bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Agliculture and Forestry. · 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Southern 
Sta tes C<mference of Beekeepers' Associations, favoring the 
making of an additional appropriation of $10,000 (through the 
Department of Agriculture) to establish in the South a field 
laboratory for the solving of certain problems relative to 1)1e 
beekeeping industry, which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of the State 
of Arkansas, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Brookhart bill, relati\e to the distribution of motion pictures 
in the various motion-picture zones of the country, wh\ch was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. COPELAND ·presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
New York City, N. Y., praying for the passage_ of legislation 
granting increased pensions to Civil War veterans and their 
widows, which were referred to. the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a resolution adopted at the seventy-third 
annual meeting of the New York State Horticultural Society 
at Rochester, N. Y., fa\oring the passage of the so-c.alled Borah 
bill establishing a licensing system for dealers and commission 
men handling fruits and vegetables, etc., which was referred 
to the Committee on .Agriculture and ~orestry. 

PROF. WILLIAM H. H. HART 

Mr .. CURTIS presented certain papers and documents, which 
w~re referred to the Committee on Claims, to accompany the 
bill ( S. 2325) for the relief of Prof. William H. H. Hart, 
pl"incipal of the Hart Farm School and Junior Republic for 
Dependent Children. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Mr. CARAWAY, from the Committee on Agriculture and For
estry, to which was referred the bill (S. 1103) permitting tbe 
withdrawal of water from White River, Ark., reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 280) thereon. 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 2815) to reimburse certain 
Indians of the Fort Belknap Reservation, Mont., for part or 
full value of an allotment of land to which they were indi
vidually entitled, t•eported it without amendment and sub
mitted a report (No. 281) thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows : 

By Mr. JONES: 
·A bill (S. 3120) granting a pension to William L. Thomas 

(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 3121) for the relief of F. A. McGregor; to the Com

mittee on Naval Affaii·s. 
By Mr. THOMAS : 
A bill ( S. 3122) granting a pension to Sarah Purnell; to the 

Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. NEELY: 
A. bill (S. 312B) granting a pension to Devonah Watts; to the 

Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. GREENE: 
A bill ( S. 3124) granting an increase of pension to Ethyl 

M. C. Horner ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. WILLIS: 
A bill ( S. 3125) granting an increase of pension to Cath

erine Alter (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By 1\lr. McKELLAR: . 
A bill ( S. 3126) granting an increase of pension to Pleasant 

Nidifer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FRAZIER: 
A bill ( S. 3127) to amend section 217 as amended of the act 

entitled "An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal laws of 
the United States," approved March 4, 1909; to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

(By request.) A bill (S. 3128) to amend section 3 of the act 
approved April 12, 1926 ( 44 Stat. 239, 240), with reference to 
suits involving Indian land titles among the Five Civilized 
Tribes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WALSH of Montana : 
.A,. bill ( S. 3129) for the relief of Frank N. Dominick ; to the 

Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. TYDINGS: 
A bill ( S. 3130) to amend the act of March 3, 1915, by ex

tending to the widows or dependents of naval officers and en
listed men who die and to enlisted men who are disabled as a 
result of submarine accidents the same pensions as are allowed 
in the case of aviation accidents; and 

A bill ( S. 3131) to provide additional pay for personnel of the 
United States Navy assigned to duty on submarines and to 
diving duty; to the Committee on Nav.1l Affairs. 

By Mr. DALE : 
A bill ( S. 3132) g1:anting an increase of pension to Ehnira M. 

Story (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: 
A bill (S. 3133) to amend section 17 of the act approved 

June 10, 1922, entitled "An act to readjust the pay and allow
ances of the commissioned and enlisted personnel of the Army, 
Navy, Marine Corps, Coast Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey, 
and Public Health Service," as amended; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By l\fr. WATSON: 
A bill ( S. 3134) granting a pension to Daisy Jinks; to tbe 

Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. WILLIS : 
A bill ( S. 3135) granting an increase of pension to Jinia F. 

King (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO DIBTRIOT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL 
Mr. COPELAND submitted an amendment intended to be 

proposed by him to the District,.of Columbia appropriation bill~ 
which was referred to the Committee on 'Appropi·iations and 
ordered to be p1·inted, as follows: -

At the proper place in the bill insert the following: 
Northwest: For the widening to 50 feet and repaving the roadway 

of H Street from Seventeenth Street to Eighteenth Sb~eet, $30,000. 
In tbe widening and repaving Qt the roadway of H Street between 
Seventeenth and Eighteenth Streets, 40 per cent of the entire cosj; 
thereof shall be assessed against and collected from the owners of 
abutting property in the manner j)rovided in the ~ct approved July 
1, 1914 (38 . Stat. L. 524), as amended by section 8 of the act ap
proved September 1, 1916 (39 Stat. L. 716), and the owners of abut,
ting property also shall be required to modify, at their own expens(', 
the roofs of any vaults that may be under the sidewalk on said sh:eet 
if it be found nect>ssary to change such vaults to permit or" the road
way being widened. 

ADMINISTRATION OF CIVIL SERVICE LAWS 

Mr. WALSH of :Massachusetts. Mr. President, I ask unani
mous consent to ha\e a communication from the National Civil 
Service Reform League plinted in the RECORD and referred to 
the Committee on Civil Service. · 

The PRESIDENT ·pro tempore. Without objection, it . is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is here printed, as follows: 
NATIONAL CrTIL SERVICE REFORM LEAGUE, 

8 West Fot·tieth Street, New York, February 4, 1928. 
Bon. DAVID I. WALSH, 

U11ited States Senate, Washinoton, D. 0. 
MY DEAR SENATOR WALSH: I have read with interest your remarks, 

as contained in the Co~GRESSIONAL RECORD of January 31, in connec
tion with the amendment proposed by Senator BRUCE to classify certain 
employ('es of the Fleet Corporation and the Shipping Board under the 
civil service law. 

The :Xational Civil Service Reform League has been conscious for 
many years of tlfe fact that certain provisions of the civil service law 
(the act of January 18, 1883) have been grossly abused by administra
th·e officials. By far the most serious and the most extended abuse ot 
the merit system in the Federal civil service occurs because ot the lati
tude which is given to appointing authorities for the selection of one 
out of tbr('e on the eligible lists submitted by the Civil Service Com
mission. Under this provision of the rules, which, according to an 
opinion of the Attorney General, is made necessary under the Consti
tution (13 Op. A tty; Gen. 516, August 31, 1871), the spoils syst~ 
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is permitted to creep in with all its vicious results. The damage is most 
noticeable in the Postal Service, where the examinations are conducted 
in the field and where but one vacancy exis ts for each examination. 

Since legislation to require the appointment of the person standing 
highest on eligible 1i ts would be attacked on the ground of its ques
tionable con titutiona lity, the league has endeavored for the past 
few years to obtain Executive orders which would in effect accomplish 
the same purpose as legislation in this regard. In connection with the 
Postal Service we have asked the Postmaster General to adopt a rule 
for his own guidance that in making selections !rom eligible lists for 
postmasterships and positions of rural carrier, he would take the person 
standing highest unless there were some exceptional reason why he 
should not, in whieh case he should make a written statement of the 
r eason for the information of the President and the United States Civil 
St-rvice Commi sion. This the Postmaster General refused to do. The 
only reason we were able to obtain from him fot· not doing so was that 
political pressure upon him was such that be could not do so. 

We have carried our appeal to the President, asking that be by Execu
tive order instruct the Postmaster General to adopt this policy with 
1·elation to appointments to postmasterships and positions of rural car
rier. This the President has so far been unwilling to do. 

The bad effect of the policy of the selection of one out of three is due 
to the present practice of the Post Office Department of submitting the 
eligible list to the Member of Congress or to the local political leader in 
the district in which the vacancy bas occurred. He is a ked to recom
mend the person be considers .best fitted " as to character or residence." 
As you well know, section 10 of the civil service law restricts the rec
ommendations that may be received by appointing officers from Members 
of ongress to the question of character or residence of the candidate. 
However, it is well known and, indeed, it is only natural that the judg
ment of a Member of Congress as to the character of a candidate is in 
most cases controlled by the political opinions and affiliations of the 
candidate. Section 10 of the civil service law wa intended to prevent 
the very things that by the present practices of the Post Office Depart
ment are permitted under it. 

The league would be glad to have your opinion as to the best means 
of correcting this situati-on. For example, would you agree to a provi
sion in the law which would ;PrOhibit beads of departments from seeking 
or receiving recommendations from the Members of Congress or from 
local political leaders as to the selection of one of the three persons on 
eligible lists for postmasterships or positions of rural carrier? 

I inclose a marked copy of proceedings of the last annual meeting of 
the league, in which this subject • discussed in the annual report of 
our council. 

Sincerely yours, 
H. W. MARSH, Sem·etary. 

REGULATION OF IMMIGRATION 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I ask leave to 
insert in the RECORD a letter from Congressman JOHN 0. Box, 
of Texas, on the subject of the proposed quota for Mexican 
immi !ITa tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is here printed, as follows: 

Mr. WILLIAM c. HALL, 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington~ D. O.~ February 1~ 191!8. 

Secretary Ohambe1· of Commerce, Lufkin, Te!D. 
MY DEAR MR. HALL : I am just in receipt of your letter of the 28th 

ultimo, in which you say : 
Ron. JoHN C. Box, 

Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR 1\IR. Box: This is to inform you that at a recent meeting of the 

board of directors of the Lufkin Chamber of Commerce, in which we 
bad a large attendance, the matter of restricting Mexican immigration, 
which is brought into Texas for the purpose of furnishing the necessary 
labor to carry on the general farming operations, e~pecially along the 
southern line of Texas, also to assist in railroad work and general 
development work in the timber country, which is so necessary to the 
upbuilding of our great State. 

Our directors were unanimous in their opinion that it was a mistake 
to restrict this immigration, and that they are joined by a majority of 
our people in this opinion. They desiL·e to inform you that this matter 
of restriction is in opposition to the best thought of our local people, 
and they strongly protest the action you have taken in regard to this 
matter. It is hoped that you will reconsider your action regarding the 
immigration matter and aid in continuing the present arrangement for 
the use of this class of lnbor in Texas. 

This letter is being sent to each of the Congressmen Qf the State, 
also to the various district chamber of commerce organizn tions. 

Yours very truly, 
WM. C. HALL, Secretary. 

I believe that I know more about the bearing of this question upon 
the welfare of all of the people now and hereafter than any man or 
group looking upon it from the standpoint of personal and local 
immediate financial interest. 

The bulk of these Mexican peons do not return to Mexico, as is often 
incorrectly stated. The number of alien-born Mexicans in Texas and 
throughout the country is increasing rapidly. Their numbers more than 
doubled between 1900 and 1910, and more than doubled again between 
1910 and 1920, and probably have more than doubled again since 1920. 
Some estimate our present alien Mexican population at 3,000,000. An 
official estimate made some time ago placed it at more than 1,000,000. 
I estimate it at some 2,000,000. 

Every reason which calls for the restriction of undesirable immi
grants from other countries calls for restriction against these peons. 
They are illiterate and many of them suffer from contagious diseases 
which they spread. They furnish a disproportionately large number of 
paupers and criminals. Where they are numerous many of them vote, 
and they are becoming numerous in many places. Under bad leadership 
their ignorance and degradation often debauches the ballot shamefully. 

They are displacing thousands of American-born men and women 
in our industries and turn our own people adrift in search ot honest 
employment, sometimes into vagrancy. American farmers are now 
producing a surplus of staple prodqcts which bears down ruinously 
the prices of farm products at home and abroad. More Mexican peons 
working for absentee landlords add to the distress of this situation. 
In rm·al communities they supplant Americans and correspondingly 
weaken country schools, churches, and all good community life. The 
admission of many thousands of them annually tends to drive our 
rural population further down toward pauper peasantry. 

Human experience, as it has passed through successive generations, 
has been :filled with the record of such blunders as you would have me 
make nvw and the woes which have resulted. Thoughtful men do not 
laugh at the lessons taught by history, which i~ the record of human 
experience. You urge the very reasons which were urged in support 
of the bringing of black slave labor to America. '.rbat resulted tn 
years of strife, war, and ruin, the loss of hundreds of thousands of 
the finest lives, bitter sectionalism in the Nation for half a century, 
and still leaves a troublesome, ominous race question. Large sections 
of the country have already been so filled with similar people from 
southern and· eastern Europe that their American minorities are 
alarmed and the rest of the country disturbed. This movement into 
Texas, California, and the Southwest is like it in character and in 
the dangers attending it. Race troubles have already occurred between 
Mexicans and Americans in several places in Texas, Colorado, and 
elsewhere. That Mexican and American people and ideas and prac
tices do not blend harmoniously was proven in Texas 90 years ago. 
The Alamo, Goliad, and many other horrors resulted. You are asking 
me to remix some things my grandfather helped to unscramble at 
San Jacinto. 

Gentlemen, I am a public servant, grateful for the confidence and 
kindness shown me by my constituents, and anxious to have your 
approval, but bound to make the public welfare paramount. If my 
knowledge, judgment, and sense of duty deprive me of your approval: 
I shall regret it. If a majority of the people of Angelina County 
and the district agree with you in demanding a reversal of my cour e 
and can find a man who will be more complacent and forgetful of 
other obligations upon him, or who agrees with you and is frank and 
courageous enough to publicly so declare himself, the course to be pursued 
by your Representative, after my pi·esent service terminates, can be 
settled in the good American way. I am a candidate for reelection and 
shall go forward in the course I indicated from the beginning and am 
consistently followin,g. 

In all matters wherein I can serve you, your directors, and mem
bership consistently with the paramount obligations resting upon mt-, 
I remain, 

Your servant, 
:JoHN C. Box. 

RETffiEMENT OF DIS.ABLED EMERGENCY OFFICERS 

Mr. TYSON. Mr. Pre ident, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD an editorial from the New York Times of 
February 8, 1928, entitled " Justice to disabled emergency 
officers." 

There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be 
printed in tlle RECORD, as follows: 

JUSTICE TO DISABLED E~IERGENCY OFFICERS 

The bill for the relief of disabled emergency officers of the Army 
has twice passed the Senate. Recently it was reported to the House 
of Representatives with only one vote in the negative. There eems to 
be no reason why it should not be taken up and put on passage. Wily 
the delay? Such legislation would be an act of justice to meritorious 
officers who led American troops in France and who are 30 per cent or 
more disabled. Regulru.· Army officers in the same condition have been 
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retired and are receiving 75 per cent of the pay of their rank. In a 
report on the bill made on January 23, Senator TYSO~ said: 

"There were nine classes of officers who fought in tlle World War. 
These were tlle Regular, provisional, and emergency officers of the Army, 
NaYy, and Marine Corps. Eight of these nine classes of offic~rs have 
been retired by the Congress for wounds and disabilities resulting from 
their World War services. 'l'he only officers for whom the Congress 
has failed to proYide retirement are the disabled emergency Army 
officers." 

'l'he selective service act of May, 1917, put all officers and men not 
<Jf the Regular Army on the same footing as regards pay, allowances, 
and pensions with officers and men of the Regular Army. There should 
be no discrimination against the emergency officers. But for almost 
eight years there has been a discrimination. Why should a Regular 
.Army officer, retired for wounds and physical disability, receive. a 
substantial pension and the emergency officer be deprived <Jf tt? Sena
tor TYso:s brought out the fact tllat 93 per cent of the Army officers 
killed in action were emergency officers. To-day their aYerage age is 
48 years. The battle deaths of the emergency officers were 54 per 
cent greater than those of the men who served unde1· them. 

It is not true, as a ·serted, that enlisted men are opposed to the 
Tyson-Fitzgerald till. Ninety per cent of the members of the American 
Legion served in the ranks, and ten times the Legion has approved the 
principle of the proposed legislation. Seven times have the Disabled 
American Veterans recorded their commendation. "The disabled emer
gency enlisted man," says Senator TYSON, " realizes that the compen
sation now drawn by him Is more than he would draw if this act were 
made applicable to him." With slight critici~ of the wording of the 
bill, which did not affect the principle of it, Secr·etary of War Davis 
gave his sanction to it on January 21 in a Jetter to Chairman REED, 
of the Senate ~1ilitary Affairs Committee. Mr. DaYis, however, said 
that the Director of the Bureau of the Budget had advised him that 
" the proposed legislation " was "in confilct with the financial program 
of the President." But does anyone think that M:r. Coolidge would 
veto this bill if it were sent to him by Congress? The country does 
not want money saved at the expense of the gallant emergency officers 
of the World Wru:. The obstructionists should stand aside and let the 
House vot e. 

OHIO R.ITER BRIDGE .AT M.ADISON, lli.""'D. 

Mr. WATSON. :Mr. President, some days ago the Senate 
pas. ed a Senate bill to construct a bridge at Madison, I~d. 
Th~ Hou;~e has pas!'led a similar bill, being House bill 7916, w_hich 
bas C(}me over to the Senate and been referred to the Colllllllttee 
on Commerce. I move that the Committee on Commerce be 
di~cbarged from further consideration of the bill and that it 
may be conside·r·ed at this time. 

'The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Committee on Commerce "ill be discharged from further 
consit.lera tion of the bill. 

Mr. WATSON. I ask unanimous con ·ent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7916) authorizing the Madison 
.Bridge Co., its successor~ and assigns, to construct, muint.:'lin, and 
operate a bridge across the Ohio River at or near Madison, 
Jefferson County, Ind. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 

the Whole proceeded to consider the bill. 
Mr. JONES. May I ask the Senator if the House bill is 

identical with the Senate bill which the Senator says bas 
been passed? 

:\Ir. WATSON. My understanding is that they are identical. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed· that the 

bi1ls are identical. 
Mr. JONES. If the bills are identical, I have no objection. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

.ASSIST.ANT PIUNTI:XG CLtmK 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, a day or two ago there was 
1·eported from tile Committee to Audit and Control the Con~ 
tingent Expenses of the Senate a resolution submitted by me 
providing for the em'Noyment of an additional clerk in the 
office of the Secretary of the Senate. I ask, out of order, unani
mous consent for the immediate consideration of that resolution. 

1\Ir. KING. I should like to ask the Senator the reason for 
that? We have had more business at other sessions of the 
Senate than at this. 

Mr. WATSON. · There are seYeral employees in . the office of 
the Secretary who are not well. Of course, they are on the 
roll. The Secretary now has one employee in .his office who is 
sick and can not perfQrm tlle duties required. There is ~b-· 
solute necessity for it or I would not have offered the 
resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objectio-n? 

There being no objection, the resolution (S. Res. 140) was 
considered and agreed to, as follows : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate hereby is authorized and 
directed to employ an assistant printing clerk ft·om February 1, 1928, for 
sen-ice in the office of the Secretary at the rate of $1,940 per annum 
to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate until the end of the 
present session or Congress. 

RECORDS OF GE~.A CONFERENCE 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of a resolution on the calendal' 
which involves the printing of a document. It should not have 
gone to the calendar in the first place. I refer to Senate Reso
lution 134, . which bas been reported by the Committee on 
Printing and which proposes to print the manuscript entitled 
"Records of the Conference for the Limitation of Naval .!lrma· 
ments held at Geneva from June 20 to August 4, 1927." There 
is necessity for the immediate printing of the document, as 
there are no copies available. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I understand the Senator to 
say that the resolution has been reported from the Committee 
on Printing? 

Mr. BIN"GHA:U. Yes. 
~Ir. ROBI~SON of AJ.·kansas. Is the report unanimous? 
1\Ir. BINGHA:l\f. Yes. 
The YICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the resolution ( S. Res. 134) was 

considered and agreed to, as follows: 
Rcsoh·ed, That the manuscript entitled "Records of the Conference 

for the Limitation of Naval Armament held at Geneva from June 20 to 
.August 4, 1927," be printed as a Senate document. 

MEXOMIKEE RIVER BRIDGE .AT MARINETTE, WIS. 

Mr. BLA.I:~E. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill ( S. 2902) granting the consent of Con~ 
gress to the States of ·wisconsin and Michigan to construct, 
maintain, and operate a free highway bridge across the Me· 
nominee Ri\er at or near Marinette, Wis. 

l\Ir. KING. I will inquh·e of the Senator if the report on the 
bill is unanimous? 

Mr. BLAINE. It is. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the p1·esen~ 

consideration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which bad been reportect 
from the Committee on Commerce with au amendment, in sec· 
tion 1, on page 1, line 6, after the word "River," to insert "at 
a point suitable to the interests of navigation," so as to make 
the bill read : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to 
the State of Wisconsin and the State of Michigan to construct, main
tain, and opet·ate a free highway bridge and approaches thereto ·across 
the Menominee River at a point suitable to the interests of navigation 
at or near Marinette, Wis., in accordance with the provisions of an act 
entitled "An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable 
waters," approved March 23, 1906. 

SEc. 2. There is hereby conferred upon the State of Wisconsin and 
the State of Michigan all such rights and powers to enter upon lands 
and to acquire, condemn, occnpy, possess, and use real estate and other 
property needed for the location, construction, operation, aud mainte
nance of such btidge and its approaches as are possessed by railroad 
corporations for 1·ailroad pm·poses or by bridge corporations for bridge 
purposes in the State in which such real estate or other property is 
situated, upon making just compensation therefor, to be ascertained 
and paid according to the Jaws of such State, and the proceedings 
therefor shall be the same as in the condemnation or expropriation of 
property for public purposes in such State . 

SEc. 3. The light to alter, a"mend, or repeal this act is hereby ('X• 
pressly 1·ese1-ved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred ·in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 

read the third time, and passed. 
EXECu'IIIE SESSION 

:Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con~ 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and the Senate (at 
4 o'clock and 35 minutes p. m.), in pursuance of the orfler 
preYiously entered, adjourned until ~Ionday, February 13, 1928, 
at 12 o'clock meridian. 
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CONFIRMATIONS 

Ea:eouti"'e nmn:inations confirmed by the Senate Febrr,ary 10 
(legislaU'Ge day of Feb1·uairy 9), 1928 

POSTMASTERS 

CONNECTICUT 

Louis J. A. Stefon, Baltic. 
Frank D. Stanton, Stonington. 

INDIANA 

Walter J. Daunhauer, Ferdinand. 
Dora B. Henderson, Lakeville. 
Harvey E. McNees, 'Vinchester. 

KANSAS 

Ro~a M. Harmon, Oil Hill. 
MAINE 

D\Yight P. Macartney. Oakland. 
Lysle \V. Folsom. Sprin~vale. 
LestH E. Goud, Top ham. 

MICHIGa.N 

,V, DeMont Wright. Harbor Springs. 
Harry C. Ziegler, 'Vayne. 

MISSOURI 

Harley C. Shively, Hamilton. 
Tom D. Purdy, Harris. 
Jennette M. Boisseau, HoldP.n. 

'EVADA 

Margaret F. Rackliffe, Hawthorne. 
NEW YORK 

Edgar F. Cummings, Beacon. 
Albert B. W. Firmin, Brooklyn. 
William E. Lent, East Williston. 
l\Iary 1\Iurdie, Loon Lake. 
Anna E. McHugh, Seaford. 
Carlyle S. Hoskins, Stillwater. 
John De Frine, Williamson. 

NORTH CAROLINA 

James L. Edwards, Newport. 
NORTH DAKOTA 

William E. Knox. Antler. 
Albert E. Gutekunst, Dr~.yton. 
Joseph H. Huseby, Leeds. 
Ivah A. Miller, .Nome. 
Jame Fitzpatrick, Sawyer. 

OREXWN 

Cora Maconn, Warrenton. 
PE -NSYLVANIA 

Mary A. Kerr, Boyers. 
William W. Latta, California. 
Kathryn L. Petrini, East BL·ady. 
Roy R. Rhodes, Freedom. 
Frank Kerr, Madera. 
William M. Thomas, Ridgw·ay. 
Edward G. Carper, Roaring Spring. 
Harry L. Kel1ey, Slippery Rock. 
ll"'rank G. Jones, Spartansburg. 
Helen L. Chaffee, \Vesleyville. 

TENNESSEE 

Baltis L. Kemp, Adamsville. 
Mamie D. Phillips, Brighton. 
William T. McCown, Fayetteville. 
Samuel P. Raulston, .Jasper. 
John D. Brooks, Russellville. 
Thomas E. Richard ·on, Tullahoma. 

TEXAS 

Jefferson D. Bell, Bartlett. 
Neeley R. Vaught, Burkburnett. 
Eugene Webb, Corrigan. 
James R. Melvin, Gilmer. 
Joe Burge!, sr., .Wharton. 

UTAH 

Leo N. Gledhill, Guunison. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

FRIDAY, February 10, 1928 
· The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Jamt>s Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 

Our blessed, blessed Heavenly Father, Thou hast called us 
to a great task. We would prepare ourselves at Thy altar, and 
there exercise the greatest and the humblest virtue, which is 
penitence. May our greatest victories be wrought in our own 
hearts. Let the thought of God become· increasingly preciou · 
to us. Open Thou our eyes that may behold wonrlrous things 
out of Thy law. Show us the wealth that lies beneath the 
old familiar ,;vord. 0 teach us over again the glory of that 
treasure that lies hidden in the songs of Zion, and rai. ·e us up 
to that height of a spiration which was the summit of the 
prophets of old. Make these hours golden by revealing unto us 
Thy wisdom. But, above all, make us men aftt:•r God's own 
heart-which is, make us just, loving, generous, and magnani
mous. Through Chri ·tour Savior. Amen. 

The JoUI'nal of the proceedings of yesterdny was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven. its principal clerk, 
announced that the Seuate had passed without amendment bill;:; 
of the following titles: 

H. R. 473. An act authorizing the ARhland Bridge Co.. its 
successors and a~igns, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Ohio River at or near Ashland, Ky. ; and 

H. R. 7902. An act granting the consent of Congres to the 
State Highway Department of the State of Alabama to construct, 
maintain, and operate a free highway bridge across the Coosa 
River at or near ·wetumpka, Elmore Cotmty, Ala. 

The me sage al~o announced that the Senate had passed a 
concurrent resolution and bills of the follo'>ving titles, in which 
the concurrence of t he House of Representatives wa re
quested: 

S. Con. Res. 10. Concurrent resolution requesting certain in
formation from the Interstate Commerce Commission relntive 
to regulation of freight rates with a view to equalizing pros
perity among producers of commodities; 

S.l478. An act to authqrize an · appropriation for the con
struction of a road on the Lummi Indian Reservation, Wash.; 
ann 

S. 2656. An act to establish a minimum area for a Shenandoah 
National Patk, for administration, protection, and general de
velopment by the National Park .__!ervice, and for other pur
poses. 

SENATE CO:'il'Cl;RRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED 

A concurrent reSolution of the followiug title ·was taken from 
the Speaker's table. and, under the rule, I'eferred to the appro
!niate committee, as follows : 

S. Con. Res. 10. Concurrent resolution requestin~ certain in
formation from the Interstate Commerce Commis~ion relative 
to regulation of freight rates with a view to equalizing pros
perity among producers of commodities; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

ENROLLED BILLS S lG NED 

1\Ir. CAMPBELL, ft·om the Committee on Enrolled Bill. ·, re
l)()rted that they had examined and fouud truly enrolled bills· of 
the following title. , when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 473. An act authorizing the Ashland Bridge Co.. its 
successors and assign·, to construct, maintain, and operate ·a 
bridge across the Ohio River at or near Ashland, Ky.; 

H. R. 7013. An act authorizing and directing til Secretary of 
'Var to lend to the Governor of Arkansas 5,000 canvas cotR, 
10,000 blankets, 10,000 bed sheets, 5,000 pillows, 5,000 pillow
cases, and 5,000 ma.t:tr~ses or bed sacks to be uRed at the en
campment of the United Confederate Veterans to be held at 
Little Rock, Ark., in 1\Iay, 1928; 

H. R. 7902. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State Highway Department of the State of Alabama to consh·uct, 
maintain, and operate a free highway bridge acroL·s the Coosa 
River at or near Wetumpka, Elmore County, Ala.; an<l 

H. R. 8209. An act making appropriations for tlle De11art
ments of State and Ju.· tice and for the judiciary, and for_ the 
Departments of Commerce and Labor, for the fisf'al year end
ing. June 30, 1929, and for other purposes. 

I 
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SEATS ON FLOOR OF S~ATE AND .HOUSE FOR OABINET OFFICERs

REFERENCE OF A BILL 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker,- I call attention to the bill H. R. 
5625, introduced by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MoN.:. 
TAG'CE], providing that the heads of execqtive departme~ts may 
occupy seats on the floor of the Senate and the House of Rep
resentatives, which bill has been referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. l\1y object in calling it to the attention of the 
Speaker a.t this time is because I believe the bill should have 
been properly referred to the Committee on Rules, as the bill 
deals entirely with the ru1es of the Senate and the House. Rule 
XXXIII of the House, for instance, prortdes who shall be ad
mitted to the :floor of the House, and Rule XII defines the rights 
of people such as Delegates who are not Members of the House. 
I think there is no doubt that the bill should have been prop
erly referred to the Committee on Rules, but it i not my desire 
or intent to ask that it be rereferred.. I merely want to protect 
the rights of the Committee on Rules in regard to any future 
bills of this character. 

Mr. 1\IADDEN. l\1r. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNELL. Yes. 
lli. MADDEN. If the gentleman does not make the objec

tion now as to the jurisdiction of the committee to which this 
bill was referred, he would be too late to make it when that 
committee reported the bill. 

Mr. SNELL. I am not going to make any objection, as 
fur as this bill is concerned. I merely rise to call tbe atten
tion of the Speaker to the situation, and to suggest that in 
the future uch bills be refened to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. 1\1ADDE1.~. Does this bill give the right of debate to 
Cabinet offfcers ? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 
l\Ir. MADDEN. I should not think they would want that, 

although we might like to have orne of them here so that we 
could interrogate them on things they (lo not know anything 
about. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. l\Ir. Speaker, will the gen~eman yield? 
Mr. SNELL. Yes. . 
Ur. :MONTAGUE. I under tand from the gentleman from 

New York thRt he thinks as a matter of procedure this bill 
should have the reference be has just indicated, but that, as 
the lawyers say, he only · makes the point for futut·e reference. 

Mr. SNELL. That is al1. 
Mr. ~IONTAGU:ID. He does not ask for a rereference of the 

b'ill? . 
. 1\Ir. SNELL. I do not. 

l\fr. MO£\'TAGUE. I may ay that is satisfactory to me, 
although I indicated no preference for a reference of this bill 
originally. I think the bill has been to two committees and 
is now before the Committee on the Judicia1·y. 

M1·. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the Chair permit a par
liamenta.I·y inquh·y? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 
1\Ir. BLANTON. If it be the rule that this bill should 

prope1·Iy go to the Committee on Rules, and the chairman of 
that committee not seeing fit to demand his jul"isdiction, is not 
that a matter that any Membe~; of the Honse can exercise a 
prerogative in re5-pect to and ask that the ru1e be enforced? 
. The SPEAKER. The Chair would recognize any gentleman 

Under t'he circumstances to .ask unanimous consent for a re
l:eference, but the Chair thinks that the Committee on the Judici
ary has jurisdiction over a matter of this sort. However, now 
.that the attention of the Chair ha.s been called to the matter, 
be does not hesitate to say that the Chair thinks that a more 
proper reference wou1d have been to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, to get a ruling by the Chair, 
as I am' against that bill, and being a little afraid that the 
influence of 1;he distinguished gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
MoNTAGUE] might be so strong that the Committee on the 
Jmliclary will favorably report it when probably it wou1d not 
be so reported from the Committee on Rules-- . 

Mr. SNELL. I wish the gentlem~ would not make the 
reque. t at this time. 

Mr. BLANTON. I make the point of order in order to get 
the matter before the Speaker. 

Mr. S1\TELL. I hope the gentleman will withhold it for the 
. present. I think the matter will work out satisfactorily later. 

lii·. BLANTON. But after the Committee on the Judiciary 
reports the bill the gentlemtln from New York will have lost his 
rJghts in the matter. 

Mr. SNELL. But they haye not reported it as yet. 
:ur. BLANTON. But they might report it. · 
Mr. SNELL. Certainly; they could report anything that was 

before them. 

M~. BLANTON. In order _to get a ruling by the Chair, I 
make the point of order that .that bill is improperly before the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. Th€ Chair would not sustain that point of 
order. The Chair thinks that the Committee on the Judiciary 
would have jurisdiction, but the. Chair is clear that the ref
erence would be more properly to the Committee on Rules. In 
default of any action by the Committee on Rules, the Chair 
thinks the bill had better remain where it is. 

PERMISSION TO COMMITTh"E ON IMMIGRATION TO SIT DURI ~G 
SESSIONS OF HOUSE 

Mr. JOHNSON of 'Vasbington. Mr. Speaker, I ask w1ani~ 
mous consent that the Committee on Immigration and Natm·ali~ 
zation may sit during the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington a sks 
unanimous consent that the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization may be permitted to sit uuring the sessions of 
the House. I there objection? 

Mr. GAH.RETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gen
tleman from 'Vasbington will fix a time limit when this com
mittee may do that, and not have it during the entire Congress. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I am willing to modify my 
request1 

~Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. For 30 days. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. .\.bout that. Give us the 

month of March. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I have a sked the gentleman, 

who is chairman of the Committee on Immigration, to limit it 
to 30 days . 

Mr. JOIL'\TSON of- Washington. Very well. 1\Ir. Speaker, I 
modify my request and ask that the committee may sit during 
the se sion. of the House for 30 dass. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks 
unanimous consent that the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization may be permitted to sit <}uring the .. es ions of 
the House for the next 30 days. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
GUARANTY OF BANK DEPOSITS 

M1·. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to speak for two minutes rjgbt now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska a . ks unani~ 
mous consent to address the . House for two minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, during recent 

days I have beard many Members of the House speaking almost 
tearfully about the great losses sustained by their home people 
through the unfortunate failure of bankJ, and I have read of 
large sums of money being carried even by airplanes to bolster 
up tottering banks. At this moment I desire to eiplain to all 
of them an easy way to get rid of an such apprehensions on 
their pal't and of all such losses on the part of their con~ 
stituents. 

There is now pending before this House a bill known as 
H. R. 5576, which provides a law to guarantee the deposits of 
the people in national banks along the line of the deposit law 
with referen<:e to State banks in Nebra~ka, under the adminis
tration of which law in 17 years no person has ever lost a 
dollar. 

Now, I want to get this bill passed if I can, but in the 
meantime I suggest to all my colleagues the advisability of 
suggesting to their home folks that they ~hould send their 
deposits to Nebraska, where the bank deposits are guaran
teed and where no person bas lost 61" can lose a dollar. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. C~"DBLOM. Can the gentleman tell us who intro~ 
dnced the bill he refers to? 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. An eminent member of our 
State delegation introduced the bill, but a feeling of modesty 
prevents me from announcing his identity. [Laughter.] 

&EOBGE WASHINGTO~\S BIRTHDAY 
l\Ir. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I a sk unanimous 

consent to address the House for two minutes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Virginia? 
There was no objection . 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, on the 22d of Feb

ruary, in the year 1800, following the death of General Wash
ington in December of the previous year, the anniversary of his 
birth was celebrated in Alexandria city, and that has been the 
custom ever since. 

On the coming February 22, which falls on Wednesday, 
there will be such a celebration, marked by more than usually 
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impressive ceremonies. One of the incident will be a, recep
tion by the Governor of Virginia and Mrs. Byrd of the Presi
dent of the United States and the other gue~ts who may honor 
the occasion by their pre..., ence. I am requested by the George 
Washington Bh·thday Association, a very old association, which 
was organized about 30 days after the death of Washington, 
to invite the Members and officer · of the House and their 
wives to attend the approaching celebration. Tho e of them 
who find it possible to do so will be most heartily welcomed 
by the community which was the county seat of Washington's 
county of Fairfax for most of his active life, which was, as 
we would now say, his home town, and with which he was 
more closely and con tuntly identified than ,,·ith any other 
locality. In no other locality are there such vivid and unfad
ing memories of the wonderful soldier and statesman who is 
everywhere venerated as the master builder of our great Re
public. I have no doubt that Governor Byrd, of Virginia, 
will communicate individually with the Members of the House. 
[Applause.] 

NAVAL AIRCRAFT POLICY 

l\1r. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous conEent to 
address the House for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 
1\lr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 

there appeared in the m·ening papers of yesterday and the morn
ing papers a news item which quotes Admiral Philip Andrews, 
of Boston, Mass., as making a statement evidently for the pur
pose of discrediting Colonel Lindbergh' · successful flights. 
This admiral makes the statement that such flights were 95 to 
98 per cent luck. It would seem to the casual observer, and I 
view it in this manner, as an underhanded rap at Colonel Lind
bergh and aviation. This admiral tried to discredit the ability 
of one of the greatest flyers that the world has ever produced. 
[Applause.] 

Admiral Andrews, in making his unwarranted criticism, tloes 
not take into consideration the fact that this flyer has been 
making daily trips in the air for the past six or seven month', in 
all kinds of weather, and, in addition, making landings at places 
where airplane::: have never flown before. Colonel Lindbergh 
has used only one machine in a serie of flights-in addition to 
cro ·sing the ocean-which carried him into every State in the 
Union, and tile remarkable fact about the longest tour ever 
made in tile United State· was that the" Lone Eagle of the Air" 
always arrived at his destination on time. E\eryone remember 
that a short while ago Colonel Lindbergh flew from Washington 
to Old Mexico, and after visiting there a few days be began a 
tour of certain South American countrie ·, which brought him 
into contact with Eome of the most difficult obstacles that have 
ever been faced by any aviator, and I believe I am safe in say
ing that he arrived on time at every place with the exception 
of one, where he was delayed on account of fog~. I suppo~e 
that this learned admiral would say that th~e additional flights 
were 98 per cent luck. It is not luck, but, on the other hand, 
pluck and the ability to know how to navigate the air. 

I would like to know who is it that is sponsoring certain 
admirals to come out in newspaper articles and throw rocks in 
the way of criticism at those who are trying to build up not 
only aviation but in addition the finest international feeling 
that was ever promoted by any ambas-·ador of this Nation or 
otherwise. This particular naval officer is not satisfied with 
taking a fling at Lindbergh and avtation, but in addition he 
makes certain statements which leave the impression that our 
two new airplane carriers. costing more than $80,000,000, will 
not be successful. Everyone that has kept up with the progress 
of aviation now knows that there are in the Navy some officers 
who have done everything in their power not only to discredit 
aviation but to leave the impression with the public that certain 
types of ships are more important than this branch of national 
defense. 

During the hearings now being held before the Naval Affairs 
Committee testimony has been given showing that airplane ear
riers will be able to combat an enemy with bombing planes for 
a distance of 200 miles before an attacking ship can get within 
gun range. If this is true, and it has not been denied, then the 
most dangerous citizen in the Nation is that class of individuals 
who are so prejudiced against new, up-to-date appliances of 

· defense as to try to poison the minds of the public in favor of 
the kind of ships that are now thought by many to be obsolete. 
I have no patience with any kind of a superannuated officer
be be in the Navy or the Army-who has a mind that can not 

. accept new ideas, and the quicker this Nation can retire such 
.individuals from the service the better off we will be. I believe 
that the people are ·getting tired of reading in the papers every 

two or three days about some admiral in the Navy trying to 
discredit some person, some branch of the service, or predicting 
war with some major nation, all for the purpose of stimulating 
sentiment in favor of the greatest shipbuilding program in all 
the world. 

I think the country would like' the Secretary of the Navy to 
answer this question: Who is inspiring these admirals to go out 
whenever an occasion presents itself for the purpose of devel011-
ing sentiment in favor of this great shipbuilding naval policy? 
It will be remembered that Admiral Magruder made a sugges
tion relative to economy in the Navyt and off came his head; 
but when these other admirals come out for the purpo~e of 
molding public ~entiment and trying to discredit aircraft and 
all those connected with it, and the Secretary of the Navy does 

. not act, I feel there is something radically wrong here in Waslt
ington, and I think that any admiral who would try to discredit 
Lindbergh, who has done more for this Nation than any other 
unofficial repreRentative we have ever had, ought to be dealt 
with in a way so that we will have no more di graceful, 
uncalled-for outbursts. [Applau e.] 

CONSTRUC-'TION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker. I call up the conference report 
on the bill H. n. 278, and a. k for its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana calls up the 
conference re11ort on the bill H. R. 278, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The conference report and accompanying statements were 
read. 

CONFEREXCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (II. R. 
278) to amend section 5 of the act entitled "An act to provide 
for the con, truction of certain public buildings, and for other 
JHU1)()Se!':," approved May 25, 1926, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their resp£>ctive Hou~s as follows: 

That the House r£>cede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate nuruuet·ed 1 and 2, and agree to the ~ume. 

RICH.AUD N. ELLIOTT, 
FRITZ G. LANHAM, 
J. WILL TAYLOU, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
IIE:s-RY w. KEYES, 
F. E. wARREN, 

Manage-rs o-n tlle 1Jarl of tlle Senate. 

ST.-\.TEMEXT 

The managers on the part of the- Hou e u t the conf~rence on 
the disagreeing votes of the two House · on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 278) to amend section 5 of the 
act entitled "An act to provide for the construction of certaiu 
public buildings, and for other purposes,·· approved May 25. 
1926, submit the following written statem£>nt eA-plaining the 
effect of the action agreed on by the conference corutuittee and 
submitted in the accompanying conference report : 

On amendment No. 1 : 1\Iakes the amount of annm1l expendi
tures of $35,000,000 available, "beginning with the fiscal vear 
1928." • 

On amendment No. 2: Provid€'8 that expenditures out~ide of 
the Di~trict of Columbia under the provisions of section 5 of 
the public building act of May 25, 1926, shall not exceed 
$10,000,000 annually (in lieu of $5,000,000) in any one of the 
States, Territories, or posses . .ions of the United States. 

RICHARD N. EJT.LIOTT, 
FRITZ G. LA.-HAM, 
J. WILL TAYLOR, 

Managers on tlw pm·t of tlw House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer
ence report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
WAR DEPARTME~T APPROPRIATION BILL 

The SPEAKER. Th~ C'lerk will report tl•e firs t amendment 
on which a separate vote is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 55, line 4, aftl-r the word "training," strike out the Si!!D anu 

figures "$2,125,600 ·• and insert in lieu the1;cof the sign and figut·es 
"$2,657,000." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeinrr to the amend
ment . 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordel'ed. 
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The question was taken ; and there were--yeas 268, nays 95, 

not voting 70, as follows : 

A..be:rnethy 
Allen 
Allgood 
Almon 
Anclrew 
Arentz 
Arnold 
As well 
Bacharach 
Bachmann 
Bacon 
Beers 
Bell 
Black, N.Y. 
Blanton 
Bloom 
Bowman 
Box 
Boylan 
Brand, Ga. 
Brand, Ohio 
Briggs 
Brigham 
Britten . 
Buchanan 
Buckbee 
Bulwinkle 
Burton 
Butler 
Canfield 
Cannon 
Carew 
Carley 
Carter 
Cartwright 
Casey 
Chalmers 
Chapman 
Cl.Jase 
Clancy 
Clarke 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cohen 
Collier 
Colton 
Corning 
Crail 
Crosser 
Crowther 
Cullen 
Curry 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Davenport 
Davey 
Denison 
DeRouen 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Dough ton 
Douglas, Ariz. 
Douglass, Mass. 
Drane 
Drewry 
Driver 
Dyer 
Edwards 
~ngland 

Ackerman 
Aldrich 
Andresen 
Bankhead 
Barbour 
Beck, Wis. 
Beedy 
Berger 
Black, Tex. 
Bowling 
Browne 
Browning 
Burtness 
Busby 
Bushong 
Byrns 
Carss 
('bindblom 
Christopherson 

g~~g~:n, Pa. 
Cole, Iowa 
Collins 
Cooper, Wis. 

Adkins 
Anthony 
AufderHeide 
Ayres 
Beck, Pa. 
Begg 
Bland 
Bohn 
Boies 
Bowles 
Burdick 
Campbell 

[Roll No. 28] 
YEAS-268 

Englebright 
Estep 
Evans, Calif. 
Evan~>, Mont. 
Faust 
F ·enn 
Fish 
Fisher 
Fletcher 
Fort 
Frear 
Free 
Freeman 
Frothingham 
Fulbright 
Fulmer 
Furlow 
Gallivan 
Gambrill 
Garber 
Gardner h. Ind. 
Garner, Tex. 
Garrett, Tenn. 
Garrett, Tex. 
Gasque 
Gibson 
Gifford 
Glynq 
Golder 
Goodwin 
Gregory 
Green, Fla. 
Greenwood 
Guyer 
Hadley 
Hale 
Hall, Ill. 
Hal1, Ind. 
Hall, N.Dak. 
Hancock 
Hardy 
Hare 
Hastings 
Haugen 
Hawley 
llill, Ala. 
Hill, Wash. 
Hogg 
Hope 
Howard, Nebr. 
Howard, Okla. 
Hudspeth 
Hughes 
Hull, Tenn. 
Bull, Wm. E. 
Irwin 
James 
Jeffers 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, Okla. 
Johnson, S.Dak. 
Johnson, Tex. 
Johnson, Wash. 
.Jones 
Kading 
Kahn 

Kelly 
Kemp 
Kerr 
Ketcham 
Kiess 
Knutson 
Kopp 
Korell 
Kurtz 
Lanham 
Lankford 
Lea 
Leavitt 
Leech 
LehJbach 
Lindsay 
Linthicum 
Lozier 
Lyon 
McClintic 
McFadden 
McKeown 
McLeod 
McMillan 
McReynolds 
McSwain 
McSweeney 
Major, Mo. 
llfanlove 
;Mansfield 
Martin, La. 
Martin, Mass. 
Mic-hener 
Miller 
Milligan 
Montague 
Mooney 
Moore, Ky. 
Moore, N.J. 
Moore, Ohio 
Moorman 
Morehead 
Morgan 
Morin 
Morrow 
Nelson, Me. 
Nelson, Mo. 
Norton, Nebr. 
Norton, N.J. 
O'Brien 
O'Connell 
O'Connor, La. 
Oldfield 
Oliver, N.Y. 
Palmer 
Palmio:;ano 
Parker 
Parks 
Peavey 
Pou 
Prall 
Pratt 
Ragon 
Rainey 
Ransley 
Rayburn 
Reece 

NA.Y8-95 
Cox 
Cramton 
Crisp 
Davis 
Deal 
Dempsey 
Dickinson, Iowa 
Doutrich 
Elliott 
Eslick 
li'itzgerald, W. T. 
French 
Green, Iowa 
Griest 
Hammer 
Harrison 
Hersey 
Iloch 
Holaday 
Houston, Del. 
Huddleston 
Hudson 
Hull, Morton D. 
Kearns 

Kent 
Kincheloe 
King 
Kvale 
LaGuardia 
Letts 
Lowrey 
Luce 
McDuffie 
McLaughlin 
MacGt·egor 
Madden 
Magrady 
Major, Ill. 
Mapes 
Menges 
Merritt 
Moore, Va. 
Murphy 
Nelson, Wis. 
Newton 
Niedringhaus 
Oliver, Ala. 
Peery 

NOT VOTING-70 
Ce1ler Fitzpatrick 
Combs Foss 
Connally, TeL Gilhert 
Connery Goldsborough 
Connolly, Pa. Graham 
Cooper, Ohio Griffin 
Dickstein Hickey 
Dominick Hoffman 
Dowell Hooper 
Doyle Igoe · 
Eaton .Jacob~'>tein 
Fitzgerald, Roy G. Johnson, lll. 

Reed, N. Y. • 
Reid, Ill. 
Robinson, Iowa 
Rogers 
Row bottom 
Rubey 
Rutherford 
Sanders, N.Y. 
l:landers, Tex. 
Sandlin 
Schafer 
Sears, Nebr. 
Seger 
Shallenberger 
Simmons 
Sinclair 
Sinnott 
Some1·s, N. Y. 
Speak. 
Spearing 
Sproul, Kans. 
Stalker 
Stedman 
Steele 
Stevenson 
Stobbs 
Strong, Kans. 
Snmnl"rs, Tex. 
Swank 
Sweet 
Swing 
Tarver 
Tatgenhorst 
Taylor, Colo. 
Temple 
Thatcher 
'l'hompson 
Thurston 
Tillman 
Timberlake 
Treadway 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Updike 
Vincent, Mich. 
Vinson, Ga. -
Vinson, Ky. 
Wainwright. 
Ware 
Warren 
Watres 
Weaver 
Welsh, Pa. 
White, Colo. 
White, Me. 
Whitehead 
Williams, TeL 
Wilson, La. 
Wilson, Miss. 
Winter 
Wolverton 
Woodrufi' 
Wright 
Wurzbach 
Wyant 
Yates 
Yon 

Perkins 
Purnell 
Quin 
Ramseyer 
Rankin 
Schneider 
Selvig 
Shreve 
Smith 
Snell 
Sproul, Ill. 
Summers, Wash. 
Swick 
Taber 
Tilson 
Tinkham 
Vestal 
Wason 
Watson 
White1 Kans. 
Whi ttmgton 
Williams, Ill. 
Woodrum 

Kendall 
Kindred 
Kunz 
Lampert 
Langley 
Larsen 
Leatherwood 
Maas 
Mead 
Michaelson 
Monast 
O'Connor, N. Y. 

Porter Sabnth Sullivan 
Quayle Sears, Fla. Taylor, Tenn. 
Rathbone Sirovich Tucker 
Reed, Ark. Steagall Welch, Calif. 
Robsion, Ky. Strong, Pa. Weller 
Romjue Strother Williams, Mo. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
On this vote : 

Williamson 
Wingo 
Wood 
Ziblman 

Mr. Connery (for) with Mr. Graham (against). 
Mr. Rathbone (for) with Mr. Hooper (against). 
Mr. Combs (for) With Mr. Foss (against). 
Mr. Bland (for) with Mr. Cooper of Ohio (against). 
Mr. Burdick (for} with Mr. Begg (against). 
Mr. O'Connor of New York (for) with Mr. Wood (against). 
Mr. Mead (for) with Mr. Anthony (against). 
Mr. Kindred (for) with Mr. Beck of Pennsylvania (against). 
Mr. Jacobstein (for) with Mr. Conno1ly of Pennsylvania (against) . 
Mr. Connally of Texas (for) with Mr. Johnson of Illinois (against) . 
Mr. Romjue (for) with Mr. Michaelson (against) . 
l\Ir. Fitzpatrick (for) with Mr. Strong of Pennsylvania (against). 
Mr. Quayle (for) with Mr. Porter (against). 
Mr. Celler (for) with Mr. Kendall (against). 
Until further notice : 
Mr. Adkins with Mr. Dominick. 
Mr. Dowell with Mr. Kunz. 
Mr. Roy G. Fitzgerald with Mr. Steagall. 
Mr. Hickey with Mr. Weller. 
Mr. 1\Iaas with Mr. Ayres. 
Mr. Ll"atherwood with Mr. Tucker. 
M.r. Zihlman with Mr. Griffin. 
Mr. Strother with Mr. Williams of MissourL 
Mr. Robsion of Kentucky with Mr. Doyle. 
Mr. Williamson with Mr. Wingo. 
Mr. Campbell with Mr. Gilbert. 
Mr. Lampert with Mr. Dickstein. 
Mr. Eaton with Mr. Goldsborough. 
Mr. Taylor of Tennessee with Mr. Sears of Florida. 
Mrs. Langley with Mr. Auf der Heide. 
Mr. Bohn with Mr. lgoe. 
Mr. Boies with Mr. Sirovich. 
Mr. Welch of California with Mr. Larsen. 
Mr. Bowles with Mr. Reed of Arkansas. 
Mr. Hoffman with l\lr. Sabath. 
Mr. Monast with Mr. Sullivan. 
Mr. DOUGLASS · of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, my col

league Mr. CoNNERY is unavoidably absent on account of the 
death of a near relative. If present, he would vote "yea." 

1\fr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 

when his name was called? 
Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I came in while· the 

r·oll was being called. I do not know whether my name had 
been passed or not, and I . can not say I was present and 
listening. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not qualify. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman-from Oklahoma asks unani
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks.' Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
WAR DEPARTMENT APPROPR.IA.TION BILL 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment 
on which a separate vote is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. SPEAKS: Page 64, after the comma, in 

line 9, insert a new paragraph, as follows : 
"For every upenditure requisite for and incident to the conduct of 

the national matches ,1lnd the maintenance and operation of the Small 
Arms Firing School held in conjunction therewith as authorized by 
section 113 (c) of the national defense act (act of June 3, 1916, as 
amended by the act of June 7, 1924, and February 14, 1927), including 
procurement and installation of equipment, ammunition, supplies, mate
rials, flooring and frames for tents, construction of shooting -ga.lleries, 
and shelters for rifie practice; non structural improvements ; repairs 
and alterations to buildings, water system, sewer and lighting systems; 
repairs and alterations to equipment and supplies; communication 
service; pay and allowance of officers 11nd enlisted men of the National 
Guard participating in the national matches and the Small Arms Firing 
School from the date of departure from their home to the date of 
return thereto ; pay and allowance of reserve officers called to active 
duty in connection with the national matches and the Small Arms Fir
ing School; per onal and nonpersonal services ; subsistence, including 
commutation of rations to authorized teams from the National Guard, 
Organized Reserve, Reserve Officers' Training Corps, citizens' military 
training camps, and civilian teams representing the States, and includ
ing the enlisted men of teams from the Regular Army, from the date of 
departure from their homes or stations to the date of return thereto, 
at the rate not exceeding $1.50 per day each ; transportation, including 
repair, operation, · and maintenance of motor-prope1led and animal-drawn 

• 
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vehicles; travel of authorized teams representing the Regular Army, 
Nation.al Guard, Organized Reserve, Reserve Officers' Training Corps, 
citizens' military trainil,lg camps, and civilian teams representing States, 
including officers and ·enlisted men of the Regular Army; travel of 
commissioned .and enlisted personnel of the Regular Army, National 
Guard, and Organized Reserve on duty in connection with the national 
matches and the Small Arms Firing School, including mileage of o·ffi
cers; reimbursement of travel expenses or allowance in lieu thereof as 
authorized by law for officers of the Regular Army and Organized Re
serve; travel of civilian employees to and from the national matches, in
cluding a per diem allowance in lieu of subsistence while traveling to and 
from said matches and while on duty thereat; all to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, $500,000." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Spe-aker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
'l'he question was taken ; and there were-yeas 242, nays 118, 

not voting 73, as follows : 

Abernethy 
Aldrich 
Allen 
Allgood 
Andrew 
Arentz 
Arnold 
Aswell 
.Ayres 
Bacharach 
Bacon 
Bell 
Black, N.Y. 
Blanton 
Bloom 
Boylan 
Brand, Ga. 
Brand, Ohio 
Briggs 
Browning 
.Buchanan 
Buckbee 
'Bulwinkle 
Byrns 
Canfield 
Carew 
·carley 
€ars· 
Ca1·ter 
Cartwright 
Casey 
Chalmers 
Chapman 
Chase 

• Clancy 
Clarke 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cohen 
Collier 
Colton 
ConnallY, Tex. 
Corning 
Crail 
Cro!-!s!?r 
Crowther 
Cullen 
Cuny 
Dalllnger 
Davey 
navis 
DeRouen · 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Douglas, Ariz. 
Douglass, Mass. 
Drane 
Driver 
Emdebrigbt 
Eslick 
Evans, Calif. 
Evans, Mont. 
Fenn 

Ackerman 
Almon 
Andresen 
Bachmann 
Bankhead 
Barbour 
Beck, Wis. 
Beedy 
Beers 
Berger 
Black, Tex. 
Bowling 
Bowman 
Box 
Brigham 
Britten 
Browne 
Bm·tness 
Burton 
Busby 
Bushong 
Butler 
Cannon 

.. 

[Roll No. 29] 
YEA8-242 

Fjsh Knutson 
Fisller Kopp 
Fitzgerald, Roy G. Korell 
!!'letcher Kurtz 
Frear Lanham 
Free Lankford 
Freeman Lea 
Frothingham Leavitt 
Fulbright Lelllbach 
Fulmer Lindsay 
Furlow Linthicum 
Gallivan Lilzier 
Gambrill Luce 
Garber Lyon 
Gardner. Ind. McClintic 
Garrett, Tenn. McFadden 
Garrett, Tex. McKeown 
Gasque l\IcLeod 
Gibson McMillan 
Gilford McReynolds 
Glynn McSwain 
Golder McSweeney 
Gregory Major, Ill. 
Green, Fla. Major, Mo. 
Greenwood l\ianlove 
Guyet· Mansfield 
IIadley Martin. La. 
Hale Martin, Mass. 
Hall, Ill Merritt 
Hall, Ind. :Miller 
Hastings Milligan 
Haugen Mooney 
H~wley 1\loore, Ky. 
H1ll, Ala. Moore, N.J. 
Hill, Wash. Moore, Ohio 
Hogg Moorman 
Hope Morehead 
Houston, Del. . Morgan 
Howard, Nebr·. Morin 
Howard, Okla. Morrow 
Hudson Nelson, Mo. 
Hudspeth Norton, Nebr. 
Hughes Norton, N.J. 
Hull, Tenn. O'Brien 
Hull, Wm. E. O'Connell 
Irwin O'Connor, La. 
James Oldfield 
Jeffers Oliver, N.Y. 
Jenkins Palmer 
Johnson, Ind. Palmisano 
Johnson, Okla. Pa1·ker 
Johnson, S. Dak. Parks 
Johnson,Tex. Pou 
Johnson, Wash. Prall 
Jones Pratt 
Kahn Ragon 
Kelly Rainey 
Kemp Ransley 
Ketcham Rayburn 
Kless Reece 
Kincheloe Reed, N.Y. 

NAY8-118 
Chindblom 
Christopherson 
Clague 
Cochran, Pa. 
Cole, Iowa 
Collins 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cox 
Crisp 
Darrow 
Deal 
Dempsey 
Denison 
Dickinson, Iowa 

g~~f~~tn 
Drewry 
Edwards 
Elliott 
England 
Estep 
Faust 
Fort 

Garner, Tex. 
Goodwin 
Griest 
Hall, N. Dak. 
Hammer 
Hancock 
Hardy 
Harl'ison 
Hersey 
Hoch 
Holaday 
Huddleston 
Hull, Morton D. 
Kading 
Kearns 
Kent 
Kerr 
King 
Kvale 
LaGuardia 
Lampert 
Leech 
Letts 

Reid, Ill. 
Rogers 
Row bottom 
Rubey 
Rutherford 
Sanders, N. Y. 
Sanders, Tex. 
Sandlin 
l:lchafer 
Sears, Nebr. 
Seger 
Shallenberger 
Simmons 
Sinnot 
Smith 
Somers, N. Y. 
Speaks 
Spearing 
Sproul, Kans. 
Stalker 
Stedman 
Stevenson 
Stobbs 
Strong, Kans. 
Sumners, Tex. 
Swank 
Sweet 
Swing 
Tatgenhorst 
Taylor, Colo. 
Temple 
Thompson . 
Tillman 
Tinkham 
Treadway 
Underhill 
Underwood 
U dike 
V~son, Ga. 
Vinson, Ky. 
Wainwt·ight 
Ware 
Warren 
Weaver 
Welch, Calif. 
Welsh, Pa. 
Wllite, Colo. 
White, Kans. 
Williams, Tex. 
Wilson, La. 
Wilson, Miss. 
Winter 
Wolverton 
Woodru.tr 
Wright 
Wnrzbach 
Wyant 
Yates 
Yon 

Lowrey 
McDuffie 
McLaughlin 
MacGregor 
Madden 
Magrady 
Mapes 
Menges 
Michener 
Montague 
Moore, Va. 
Murphy 
Nelson, Me. 
Nelson, Wis. 
Newton 
Niedringbaus 
Olivf>r. Ala. 
Peavey 
reery 
Perkins 
Purnell 
Quin 
RalllSeY.er 

• 
Rankin 
Robinson, Iowa 
Schneider 
Selvig 
Shreve 
Sinclair 
Snell • 

Sproul, llL Tilson 
Steele •.rimberlake 
Summers, Wash. Vestal 
Swick Vincent, Mich. 
Taber Wason 
Tarver Watres 
Thatcher Watson 

NOT VO'.riNG-73 
Adkins Dominick Jacobstein 
Anthony Dowell Johnson, III. 
AufderHeide Doyle Kendall 
Beck, Pa. Dyer Kindred 
Begg Eaton Kunz 
Bland Fitzgerald, W. T. Langley 
Bohn Fitzpatrick Larsen 
Boies Foss Leatherwood 
Bowles French Maas 
Burdick Gilbert Mead 
Campbell Goldsborough Michaelson 
Cellcr Graham MonaRt 
Combs G1·een, Iowa O'Connor, N.Y. 
Connery Griffin Porter 
Connolly, Pa. Hare Quayle 
.Cooper, Ohio Hickey Rathbone 
Cramton Holiman Reed, Ark. 
Davenport Hooper Robsion, Ky. 
Dickstein Igoe Romjue 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

White, Me. 
Whitehead 
Whittington 
Williams, Ill. 
Woodrum 

Sa bath 
Sears, Fla. 
Sirovich 
Steagall 
Strong, Pa. 
Strother 
Sullivan 
Taylot·, Tenn. 
Tburston 
Tucker 
Weller 
Williams, Mo. 
Williamson 
Wingo 
Wood 
Zihlman 

'l'he Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
On this vote : 
Mr. Connery (for) with Mr. Graham (against). 
Mr. Rathbone (for) with Mr. Hooper (against). 
Mr. Combs (for ) with Mr. Foss (against). 
Mr. Bland (for) with Mr. Cooper of Ohio (against) . 
Mr. Bm·dick (for) with Mr. Kendall (agaim;t). 
Mr. O'Connor of New York (for) with Mr. Wood (against). 
Mr. Mead (for) with Mr. Anthony (against). 
Mr. Kindred (for) with Mr. Beck of Pennsylvania (against). 
Mr. Jacobstein (for) with Mr. Connolly of Pennsylvania (against). 
Mr. Romjue (for) with Mr. Michaelson (against). 
Mr. Fitzpatrick (for) with Mr. Strong of Pennsylvania (against). 
Mr. Quayle (for) with Mr. Porter (against). 
Mr. Celler (for) with Mr. Johnson of Illinois (against) . 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Cramton with Mr·. Steagall. 
Mr. Frencll with Mr. Larsen. 
Mr. Begg with Mr. Hare. 
Mr. Green of Iowa with Mr. Dickstein. 

Mr. DOUGLASS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, my col
league the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. CoNNERY, is un
avoidably detained on account of the death of a near relative. 
If present. he would vote "aye." . 
. Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I wanted to vote " no," but I con

fused the bells and thought there would be one more call. I am 
afraid I can not qualify. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not qualify. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follow : 
Amendment otiered by Mr. McDUFFIE: On page 79, line 10, strike out 

" $50,000,000 " and insert in lieu thereof " $55,886,310." 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BAnBOUR) there were-ayes 160, noes 96. 

So the amendment was a:greed to. 
The bill was ordereu to be engrossed, read a third time, and 

was read the third time. 
Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I haYe a motion to recommit. 
The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman opposed to the bill? 
Mr. COLLINS. I am. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is a member of the com

mittee? 
Mr. COLLINS. I am. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Mississippi to offer a motion to recommit, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
1\l'r. CoLLINS moves to recommit the bill to the Committee on Appro

priations with instructionA to forthwith report tlle same back to the 
House with the following amendment : 

"Add to the end of the bill the following as a section : 
" Without authorization by Congress no part of the funds appro

priated by this act shall be expended in the transportation of any por
tion of the armed forces provided for in tbis act tQ the territol'Y of a 
foreign country over which the nited States does not possess juris
diction." 

The SPEAKER. The que. tion is on agreeing to the motion of 
the gentleman from Mississippi to recommit the bill. 

· Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the ;yeas and nays. 
The ye~s and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 125, nays 229, 

not voting 79, as follows : 
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Abernethy 
.Allgood 
AllliOn 
Arnold 
Bankhead 
Beck, Wis. 
Bell 
Berger 
Black, Tex. 
Blanton 
Bowling 
Box 
Brand, Ga. 
Briggs 
Browne 
Browning 
Bulwink.le 
Busby 
Canfield 
Cannon 
Carss 
Cartwright 
Casey 
Chapman 
Cochran, Mo. 
Collier 
Collins 
Connally, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cox 
Crosser 
Davis 

.Ackerman 

.Aldl'ich 

.AU en 
Andresen 
Andrew 
Arentz 
.A swell 
.Ayres 
Bacharach 
Bachmann 
Bacon 
Barbour 
Beedy 
Beers 
Black, N.Y. 
Bloom 
Bowman 
l,loylan· ~ 
Brigham 
Britten 
Buchanan 
Buckbee 

. Burtness 
' Burton 
Bushong 
Butler 
Byrns 
Carew 
Carley 
Carter 
Chalmers 
Chase 
Chindblom 
Christopherson 
Clague 
Clancy 
Clarke 
Cocb1·an, Pa. 
Cohen 
Cole, Iowa 
Colton 
Corning 
Crail 
Cramton 
Crowther 
Cullen 
Curry 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Davey 

· Dempsey 
Denison 
DeRouen 
Dickinson, Iowa 
Douglas, Aiiz. 
Douglass, Mass. 
Doutricb 
Drewry 

Adkins 
Al)tbony 
Auf der Heide 
"Beck, Pa. 
Begg 
Bland 
Bohn 
Boies 
Bowles -
Brand, Ohio 
BUTdick 
Camp pen 
Celler 
Combs 
Connery 
Connolly, Pa. 
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YEA8-125 
Deal Jones 
Dickinson, Mo. Kading 
Dominick Kerr 
Doughton Kincheloe 
Drane Kvale 
Edwai'ds LaGuardia 
Eslick Lampert · · 
Evans, Mont. Lankford 
Fletcher Linthicum 
Frear - Lowrey 
Fulbright Lozier 
Fulmer Lyon 
Gardner, Ind. McClintic 
Garner, Tex. McKeown 
Garrett, Tenn. McMillan 
Garrett, Tex. McReynolds 
Gasque McSwain 
Gregory Major, Mo'. 
Green. Fla. Milligan 
Greenwood Mooney 
Hammer Moore, Ky. 
Hare Moore, Va. 
Harrison Moorman . 
Hastings Morehead 
Hill, Ala. Morrow 
Hill, Wash. Nelson, Mo. 
Howard, Nebr. Nelson, Wis. 
Howard, Okla. Norton. Nebr. 
Huddleston Oldfield 
Jeffers Oliver, A~. 
Johnson, Okla. Palmisano 
Johnson, Tex. Parks . 

NAY8-229 · 
Dyer Kent 
Elliott Ketcham 
England Kiess 
Englebright King 
Estep Knutson 
Evans, Calif. Kopp 
Faust Kl)rell 
Fenn Kurtz 
Fish Lea 
Fisher Leavitt 
Fitzgerald, Roy G. Leech 
Fitzgerald, W. T. Leblbach 
Fort Letts 
Free Lindsay 
Freeman Luce 
French McDuffie 
Frothingham McFadden 
Furlow McLaughlin 
Gallivan McLeod 
Gambrill MacGregor 
liarber Madden 
Gibson Magrady 
Gifford . Major, Ill . 
Glynn Manlove 
Golder Mansfield 
Goodwin Mapes 
Green, Iowa Martin, La. 
Griest Martin, Mass. 
GuyPr Menges 
Badley Merritt 
Ifale Michener 
Hall, Ill. Miller 
Hall, Ind. Moore, N.J. 
Hall, N. Dak. Moore, Ohio 
Hancock Morin 
Hardy Murphy 
Haugen Nelson, Me. 
Hawley Newton 
Hersey . Niedringhaus 
Hoch Nm·ton, N.J. 
Hogg O'Brien 
Hope O'Connell 

. Houston, Del. O'Connor, La. 
Hudson Oliver, N. Y. 
Hud~peth Palmer 
Hughes Parker 
Bull, Morton D. Perkins 
Hull, Wm. E. Prall 
Irwin Pratt 
James Purnell 
Jenkins Ramseyer 
Johnson, Ind. Ransley 
Johnson, S.Dak. Reece 
Johnson, Wash, Reed, N.Y. 
Kahn Reid, Ill. 
Kearns Robinson, Iowa 
Kelly Rogers 
Kemp Rowbottom 

NOT VOTING-79 
Cooper, Ohio 
Crisp 
Davenport 
Dickstein 
Dowell 
Do11e 
Dnver 
Ea~on 
Fitzpatrick 
Foss 
Gilbert 
Goldsborough. 
Graham 
Griffin 
Hickey 
Hoffman 

Holaday 
Hooper 
Hull, Tenn. 
Igoe 
Jacobstein 
Johnson, IlL 
Kendall 
Kindl'ed 
Kunz 
Langley 
Lanham 
Larsen 
Leatherwood 
McSweeney 
Maas 
Mead 

P eavey 
Pou 
Quin 
Ragon 
Rainey 
Rankin 
Rubey . 
Rutherford 
Sanders, Tex. 
Sandlin 
Schafer 
Schneider 
ShaJlen berger 
Sinclair 
Stedman 
Steele 
Sumners, Tex. 
Swank 
Tarver 
Tillman • 
Underwood 
Vinson, Ky. 
Ware 
Weaver 
White bend 
Wilson, Miss. 
Woodrum 
\Vrigbt 
Yon 

Sanders, N. Y~ 
Sear , Nebr. 
Seger 
Selvig 
Shreve 
Simmons 
Sinnott 
Smith 
Snell 
Somers, N. Y. 
Speaks 
Spearing 
Sproul, Ill. 
Sproul, Kans. 
Stalker 
Stobbs 
Strong, Kans. 
Summers, Wash. 
Sweet 
Swick 
Taber 
Tatgenhorst 
Taylor, Colo. 
Temple 
Thatcher 

- Thompson 
Thurston 
Tilson 
Timberlake 
Tinkham 
Treadway 
Underhill 
Updike 
Vestal 
Vincent, :Mich. 
Vinson, Ga. 
Wainwright 
Warren 
Wa.'>on 
Watres 
Watson 
Welch, Calif. 
Welsh, Pa. 
White, Kans. 
White, Me. 
Whittington 
Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, La·. 

-Winter 
1\'oJverton 
Woodruff 
Wurzbach 
Wyant 
Yates 
Ziblman 

Michaelson 
Monast 
Montagne 
Morgan 
O'Connor, N. Y. 
Peery 
Porter 
Quayle 
Rathbone 
Rayburn 
Reed, Ark. 
Robsion, Ky. 
Romjue . 
Sa bath 
Sears, Fla. 
Sirovich 

Steagall SuiUvan Weller 
Stevenson Swing White, Colo. 
Strong, Pa. Taylor, Tenn. Williams, Mo. 
Strother Tucker Williams, Tex. 

So the motion to recommit was rejected. 

Williamson 
Wingo 
Wood 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
On this vote: 
Mr. Combs (for) ' with Mr. Be~g (against). 
Mr. Bland (for) with Mr. Sullivan (against). 
Mr. McSweeney (for) with Mr. Weller (a.gainst). 

Until further notice : 
Mr. Connolly of Pennsylvania with Mr. Driver. 
Mr. Rathbone with 1\-lr. Peery. 
Mr. Wood with Mr. Griffin. . 
Mr. Cooper of Ohio with Mr. Williams of Texas. 
Mr. Foss with Mr. Connery. 
Mr. Hooper with Mr. Dickstein. 
Mr. Maas with Mr. Hull of Tennessee~ 
Mr. Swing with Mr. Stevenson. 
Mr. Porter with Mr. Lanham. 
Mr. Anthony with Mr. Kindred. . 
Mr. Brand of Ohio witb Mr. Rayburn. 
Mr. Strong of Pennsylvanla with Mr. Steagall. 
Mt·. Burdick with Mr. Quayle. 
Mr. Davenport with Mr. Crisp. 
Mr. Graham with Mr. Lai'sen. 
1\Ir. Johnson of Illinois with Mr. O'Connor of New York. 
Mr. Michael on with Mr. Montague. 
Mr. Hickey with Mr. Reed of Arkansas. 
Mr. Holaday with Mr. Fitzpatrick, 
Mr. Kendall with Mr. Mead. 
Mr. Morgan with Mr. Romjue. 
Mr. Monast with Mr. Jaeobstein. 
Mr. Bowles with Mr. Celler. 

The result· of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 
The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. BARBOUR, a moUon to reconsider the bill 

was laid on the table. 

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state for the benefit 
of the House that very shortly we will have tbe pleasure of 
receiving in the gallery two distinguished French aviators, 
Lieut. Commander Joseph Lebrix and Lieut. Dieudonne Costes. 
The Chair is sure this will be a matter of interest and that the 
Members will desire to be present. They are expecte-d some-time 
between 2 and half past 2 o'clock. 1 

• 

SHENANDOAH N.ATIONAL PARK 

!b. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table the bill (S. 2656) to establish 
a min~UID area for a Shenandoah National Park, for admin
istration, protection, and general development by the ·National 
Park Service, and for other purposes, and pass the same. A 
similar House bill (H. R. 8526) bas been unanimously reported 
by the committee and is on the calendar. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, may we have the bill reported? 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. · 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. · , 
The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. IIARRISON, a motion to reconsider the vote 

by wbie.b the bill was pas ed was laid on the table . 
A similar House bill was laid on the table. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent that on Monday next, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, I may be permitted to address the 
House for 30 minutes on the tariff. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I am going to object to that 
request. · If the gentleman wants time, I will yield him time 
in gener81 debate. 

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman can secure time, as we expect 
to have gene1'al debate going on at that time. 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY 30 PATRIOTIC ORGANIZATIONS OF WOMEN 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Sr)eaker, I have an
other unanimous-consent request to submit. Last week there 
was a meeting of 30 patriotic ·organizations of women, such as 
the American Legion Auxiliary and the Daughters of the Revo~ 
lution, who had a meeting in Washington and passed a short 
set of resolutions. I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the RECORD by inserting tbese resolutions in the 
Appendix. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from South Dakota? 

There was no objection. 



2852 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE FEBRUARY 10 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, under leave 

granted me to extend my remarks I insert in the RECoRD the 
following resolutions adopted by 30 patliotic organizations of 
women who met in the city of Washington February 1 to 3, 1928. 
This conference, which these women's national patriotic groups 
hold in the interest of national defense, is an annual affair. 
They have formed a permanent organization, known as 

THE WOME~'S PATRIOTIC CONFERENCE ON NATIONAL DEFE!S'Slll 

Their officers ·at this year's conference were: 
Chairman extension commHtee: Mrs. Alfred J. Brosseau, president 

general Daughters of the American Revolution, Washington, D. C. 
Vice chairman extension committee: Mrs. Robert Walbridge, national 

president Ameri~n Legion Auxiliary, Indianapolis, Ind. 
Members advisory board : Mrs. Alfred J. Brosseau, chairman, Wash

ington, D. C. ; Mrs. Adalin W. Macauley, vice chairman, Menomonie, 
Wis.; Mrs. Lucia R. Maxwell, secretary, Washington, D. C.; Mrs. Albert 
G. 1\Iang. treasure1·, Chicago, Ill.; Mrs. George T. Guernsey, Independ
encE.', Kans.; Mrs. Henry B. Joy, Grosse Pointe Farms, Mlch.; Mrs. H. H. 
l\lcCluer, Kansas City, Mo. ; Mrs. Flo Jamison Miller, Monticello, Ill. ; 
Mrs. Mary Logan Tucker, Washington, D. C. 

Chairman credentials committee: Mrs. Henry B. Joy, Grosse Pointe 
Farms, Mich., of the Daughters of 1812. 

Chairman resolutions committee: 1\irs. John Laidlaw Buel, I .. itchfield, 
Conn., of the Daughters of the Founders and Patriots. · 

Chairman program committee: Mrs. Mary Logan Tucker, Washington, 
D. C., of the Ladies of the Loyal Legion. 

ORGANIZATIONS PARTICIPATING 

American Legion Auxiliary ; Mrs. Robert Walbridge, national presi
dent, Indianapolis, Ind. 
· American War Mothers; Mrs. Thomas Spence, national president, 
Milwau~ee, Wis. 

American Women's Legion; Mrs. Raymond S. Patton, president, 
Wa ·hington, D. C. 

National Auxiliary United Spanish War Veterans; Mrs. Margaret 
M. Manion, president, Milwaukee, Wis. 

Colonial Daughters of the Seventeenth Century; Mrs. J. Morton 
Halstead, president, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Daughters of the American Colonists; Mrs. George T. Guernsey, 
president, Independence, Kans. 
' .Da_ughters of American Revolution ; Mrs. Alfred J. Brosseau, presi
dent general, Washington, D. c. 

' Daughters of the Colonial Wars; Mrs. Frank D. Ellison, president, 
Boston, Mass. 

Daughters of the Revolution; Mrs. Henry T. Kent, president, Phila
delphia, Pa. 

Government Club of Chicago; Mrs. Frederick W. Bentley, president, 
Chicago, Ill. 

Ladies' Auxiliary, Veterans of Foreign Wars of United States; Mrs. 
Edward A. Stark, Camden, N. J. 

Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic ; Mrs. Maybell Ross, presl
·dent, Chicago, Ill. 

Nationu.l Society Dames of the Loyal Legion; Mrs. Mary Logan 
Tucker, president, Washington, D. C. 

National Society Daughters of the Founders and Patriots; Mrs. 
J.ohn L. Buel, president, Litchfield, Conn. 

National Society of New England Women; Mrs. A. Willis Byrne, 
president, Hartford, Conn. 

National Society United Daughters of 1812; Mrs. Samuel Z. Shope, 
president, Narberth, Pa. 

Order of the First Families of Virginia ; Mrs. Henry L .. . ~ook, presi
dent, l!llwaukee, Wis. 
· Women of the Army and Navy Legion of Valor; Mrs. William D. 

Rock, president, Philadelphia, Pa. 
· Women's Constitutional League of Virginia; Mrs. Edward B. Cam
eron, president, Newport News, Va. 

Women's Naval Service; Mrs. George Barnett, president, Washing
ton, D. C. 

Women's Overseas Service League; Miss Lena Hitchcock, president, 
Washington, D. C. 

Women's Relief Corps; Mrs. Emma W. Campbell, president, Minne· 
apolis, Minn. 

National Patriotic Council; Mrs. Noble N. Potts, .President, Washing
ton. D. C. 

Daughters of the Union Veterans of the Civil War, Miss Agnes I. 
McCoy, president, Fall River, Mass. 

National Society of Colonial Daughters of Americll, Mrs. Charles A. 
Pauley, president, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

National Society Patriotic Builders of America (Inc.), Mrs. William 
Cummings Story, president, New Rochelle, N. Y. 

Society of Sponsors of United States Navy, Mrs. Russell C. Langdon, 
president, New York City. 

New York Colony of New England Women, Mrs. Stanley L. Otis, 
president, New York City. 

Wisconsin Department, Service Star Legion. 
NatioUill Society of the Daughters of the Union, 1861-1865. 

No.1 
RESOLUTION ADOPTED 

Whereas activities, movements, campaigns, and crusades are being 
organized under the specious titles of

" Remedy of war," 
"Making the ballot count," 
"Promoting international righteousness," 
"Rebuilding tlie postwar world," 
" Stimulating the socialistic theory of ' production for u ·e and not for 

profit,'" 
"Young Pioneers": 
Therefore be it 
Resolved, That the organizations represented in the Women's Patriotic 

Conference on National Defense urge their members for their own pro
tection to rigidly examine the aims and objectives of all such activities 
before aligning themselves in tangible or intangible support thereof and 
that they question themselves in the following manner : 

Where are we bE.'ing led? 
Who leads us? 
Do we investigate an organization before joining it? 
Do we contribute to causes without examining their motives? 
Do we lend our names as patronesses without ascertaining ways in 

which they are to be used? 
Do we grant the use of our homes to so-called liberals for 

•• betterment meetings,'' "international Pt:ograms," "fellowship dis
cussions," and the like? 

Do we entertain "emissaries of radicalism" unawares? 
Do we sign petitions calling for action by governmental authorities 

without finding out whether such action may be considered as undue 
"meddling" with the management of governmental affairs? 

Do vre deluge our Senators and Representatives with telegrams and 
letters at the request of so-called peace movements? 

What type of resolutions are our communities passing? \Vhat · 
organizations quote and make use of these resolutions to influence 
public opinion? 

How much study do we give to national defense? 
Do we give sufficient thought and study to legislative measures 

before indorsing them 7 
Do we vote? 
Do we urge the conservative and apathetic people of our community 

to vote? 
Who teaches our children? 
VVhat are they taught? 
Whet·e do they f:lpend their leisure hours? 
What organizations attempt to recruit them? 
Do they take student tours, attend summer conferences and camps, 

and travel in youth caravans? If so, under what" guidance and escort? 
What view do they take of marriage? Of religion? 
FEBRUARY 3, 1928. . 

No. 2 

ADEQUATE NAVY REQUESTED 

COMJIUTTEE. 

Whereas the United States Navy has been the pride of the American 
people and the handmaiden of American liberty throughout our history, 
and valiantly performed its duty of keeping our shores free from in
vasion; and 

Whereas the safety of thls Nation depends primarily upon our first 
line of defense, the United States Na-yy, to protect our shores and keep 
off all comers with hostile or avaricious intent; and 

Whereas it is the duty of every American citizen to see that the 
United States Navy is prepared for thls great missison in an adequate 
manner and manned by ·a personnel of officers and meu worthy of the 
traditions established by John Pan1 Jones, Lawrence, Po~ter, Farragut,
Decatur, and Dewey, pledged to devotion to duty and the commission of 
valorous deeds ; and 

Whereas the safety of the Nation and of these brave men and lads 
in Navy blue depends on the building of real ships of the most modern ' 
type, not only as preparation for national defense but as peace insur-
ance : Therefore be it , 

Resol<t:ed, That the Third Women's Patriotic Conference on Nation.al 
Defense, assembled in Memorial Continental Hall, Washington, D. C., 
this day, February 3, 1928, put itself on record as standing firmly in 
favor of an adequate Navy and merchant marine for the United States 
of America, inferlor to none, and in keeping with the population, 
wealth, and resources of this Nation, so that in case of aggression we 
will be able to not only defend our shores and homes but to maintain 
tho .e high principles of "life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness" 
.for each individual, established .bY the founders . of, this Regublic ; ~d 
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Resolved, That we indorse the pending Navy program in Congress, 

including the building of 5 airplane carriers, 25 cruisers, 9 destroyer 
leaders, and 35 submarines, and the naval aviation building program 
sufficient to equip these vessels adequately and the immediate construc
tion of the 2 rigid airships for the Navy already authorized by Congress. 

FEBRUARY 3, 1928. 

THE WOMAN'S NAVAL Sl<lBVICE, 

Mrs. GEORGE BARNETT, 

Mrs. GIBSON FAHNESTOCK. 

1\irs. JAMES M. THOMSON. 

:Miss NATALIE SUM:!I.'llit LINCOLN. 

Mrs. VYLLA POE WILSON. 

Miss ELISABETH E. Pom. 

No.3 

MERCHANT MARINE UPHELD 

Whereas the merchant marine of the United States is an integral 
part of the Navy calculations during wars; and 

Whereas it is necessary for the national defense that the United 
States possess a large and prosperous merchant marine to serve as an 
auxiliary of the Navy in time of peril; and · 

Whereas this can best be accomplished by building up our merchant 
shipping in time of pt!ace, carefully seeing to it that American foreign 
commerce is transported in ships owned and manned by American 
citizens and flying the American flag, to the end that in time of 
emergency we shall be able, promptly and effectually, to uphold our 
rights upon the seas: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Women's Patriotic Conference on National Defense, 
in session at Washington, D. C., this 3d day of February, ,1928, places 
itself on record as strongly favoring the permanent maintenance of 
adequate American steamship service on routes essential to American 
trade; that it believes this is for the interest of the people of the United 
States, and urges Congress, in furtherance of the national desire to 
promote and foster an American merchant marine, to continue its moral 
and material support of the .. laudable work of the United States Shlp
ping Board in keeping the American flag upon the seas. 

]fEBRUARY 3, 1928. 
No.4 

GET OUT THE VOTE 

Whereas many invidious schemes for " political ed?cntion " are likely 
to be initiated during the coming election season, sucb as subtle propa
ganda by radio to discredit American principles _ or no less cleverly 
designed though more openly practiced agitation to influence the 
woman's vote : Therefore be it 

· Re.solved, That every member ·of every organization represented at 
the Women's Patriotic Conference on National Defense be urged to 
counteract any such propaganda by renewing her allegiance to national 
ideals, by refreshing her knowledge of the . United States Constitution, 
and by pledging herself not only to vote constructively but -to help gt'!t 

out the conservative vote of the Nation. 
. FEBRUARY 3, 1928. 

No. 5 
IMMIGRATION RESTRICTION APPROVED 

Whereas the immigration act of 1924, passed by an overwhelming 
vote in both Houses of Congress in response to the nation-wide demand 
of the American people, was a well-consitlered and statesmanlike meas· 
ure for restricting immigration to the United States, and provided a 
fair basis for apportioning th~ immigration still pei·mitted in accord
ance with the present composition of the American people; and 

Whereas the total annual immigration legaUy admitted to the United 
States, now about 450,000, without counting the great illegal immigra
tion, remains far too large; and 

Whereas it is generally conceded that quota restrictions should be 
extended to Mexico, the West Indies, and the countries of Central and 
South America, from which we are receiving a large unassimilable 
immigration detrimental to American labor ; and 

Whereas the illegal entries of aliens over our land borders and into 
our seaports are continuing on a large scale, the-re is need of much 
larger appropriations by Congress to check this evil and also to deport 
the thousands of alien criminals and others already now i.n the country 

· who are subject to deportation under our laws : Therefore be it 
Resolved by tlle Women's Patt'iotic Oonference on Natimzal Defe·t~se, 

representing 80 patriotic orgattizations> assembled in Oontinental Memor
ial Hall, at Washington, D. 0., on this 3d day of Jilebruary, 1928, That 
we urge upon Congress the co.ntinuance of the basic provisions of the 
immigration act of 1924, including the national-origins system, as the 
permanent basis for apportioning the quotas ; the extension of quota 
restrictions to Mexico, the West Indies, 11nd the countries of Central 
·and· South America; the decrease of the total quo.ta immigration in 
accordance with the principle of national: origins; -the enactment of 
more strict legislation, supported by adequate appropriations, to effect 
the deportation of aliens who have ·surreptitiously entered the country, 
or who fiave succeeded in evading ·our laws designed to · exclude the 
dangerously criminal and insane; and be it further 

LXIX--180 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent to .the chairman of 
the House Immigration Committee. 

FEBRUARY 3, 1928. 
No.6 

OLD IRONSIDES FUND 

Whereas the aid of fraternal and patriotic organizations throughout 
the country has been asked in promoting the campaign to save the 
U. S. S. Oonstitution, familiarly known as Old I-ronsides: Therefore be it 

Resolv-ed, That we, the Women's Patriotic Conference on National 
Defense individually, so far as possible, assist in this work by helping 
in the sale of the prints of a painting of the ship by Gi>rdon Grant, or 
by personal conhibutions to the $750,000 fund needed for the saving 
of this ship-OW It·onsides-remembered for its great historical and 
patriotic signific:1nce. 

FEBRUARY 3, 1928. 
No.7 

INCREASE THE RESERVES 

Whereas we recall that President Coolidge in an annual address said 
that "Our country reports nothing but peaceful intentions . toward all 
the earth, but it ought not to fail to maintain such n military force 
as comports with the dignity and security of a great people. It should 
be a balanced force, intensely modern, capable of defense by land and 
sea, beneath the surface and iu the air." And that furt_her word of his 
is embodied in an annual message that "For sev~ral years we have 
been decreasing the personnel of the Army and Navy, and reducing 
their power to the danger point. Further reduction should not be 
made. The Army is a guaranty of the security of our citizens at 
home"; and 

Whereas · reliance by the American people upon the national defense 
act as a safe defense policy is justified only so fur as tllat policy is 
carried into effect; and 

Whereas the Chief of Staff of the United States Army estimates· that 
220,000 reserve officers a l'C needed to function the six-field-Army mobili
zation pl:m of the War Department; and 

Whereas at this time there are but about 110,000 reserve officers; and 
Whereas there are only about 16,000 of these reserve officers trained 

annually: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That the Women's Patriotic Conference on National De

fense indorse the plan contemplated by the national defense act of 
having trained in peace time a sufficient number of reserve officers to 
train and command a draft Army on the basis of the War Department's 
present mopilization plans of six field armies in the event of natiorull 
emergency. 

FEBRUARY 3, 1928. 
No.8 

R. 0. T. C. A.ND C. M. T. C. 

Whereas the Women's Patriotic Conference on National Defense recog
nizes and appreciates the patriotic service of the National Guard of the 
various States; Therefore be it 

Resolved, That we express to them our sense of security resulting 
from their traditional and continued protection of our homes and 
cherished institutions; and be it further 

Resolved, That we uphold the training of our youth in the Reserve 
Officers' Training Corps and in the citizens' military training camps as 
giving to the Nation the highest exemplification of strong American 
manhood. · 

FEBRUARY 3, 1928. 
No. 9 

DISABLED EMERGENCY ARMY OFFICERS 

Whereas of the nine classes of officers who fought the World War 
eight h:rve been granted retirement by the Congress, although the ninth, 
the disabled emergency Army officers, which suffered the greatest battle 
casualties anj} severest wo~nds and disabilities, bas not yet been granted 
this retirement ; and 

Whereas the Tyson-Fitzgerald bills to make such retirement effective 
are now pending in the Senate and the House: Therefot·e be it 

Resolved, That this Third Women's Patriotic Conference on National 
Defense earnestly requests the Congress to enact this just legislation 
at the present session of Congress. ' , 

FEBRUARY 3, 1928. 
No. 10 

MILITARY AVIATION 

Whereas the five-year Army air program, provided under the act 
of July 2, 1926, provided for an annual increment of 1,248 enlisted men, 
in addition to inc-re.ased officer personnel ; and -

Whereas in neither enlisted nor officer strength have the provi~ions 
of this act been maintained; and . 

Whereas this conference . b~lieves that the relative. importance of 
the air force is increasing rather than decreasing : Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Congress and the War Department be requested 
to find ways and means of rectifying this situation ; and be it further 
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Re3olved, Tbat . this Third Women's Patriotic Conference on National 

Defense looks with favor upon the creation of an a!lequate air force 
at such time in tbe future as this may be expedient. 

FEBRUARY 3, 1928, 
No. 11 

UNIVERSAL DRAFT 

Whereas the Capper-Johnson bill to provide the universal draft in 
tlle event of war bas now been repeatedly introduced during the last 
five years ; and 

Whereas this legislation is first of all n peace merumre, in that 1t 
would make war less likely to occur ; 1t is a national defense measure, 
in that all elements of the Nation would serve without profit in the 
event of war; it is a measure of simple justice, as it would tend to 
eliminate slackers and profiteers : Therefore be it 

R esolved, That we, the Third Women's Patriotic Conference on Na
tional Defense, urge the Military .Affairs Committees of the Senate and 
the House to report these measures favorably to their respective bodies, 
so that in the event ot another war there may be equal service by all 
and special privilege for none, and profit be definitely taken out ot war. 

No. 12 

HOSTESSES 

Whereas the Army hostess service maintained by civilian organiza
tions during the World War, tal{en over from them and supported by the 
At·my since that time, has proved to be not only a very important factor 
in providing for the contentment, wel1-being, and general welfare of the 
enlisted men in the .Army and thei? famili.es, and also in promoting a 
closer cooperation between the civilian communities and the .Army posts 
where hostesses are employed in recreational ancl other activities ; and 

Whereas this service has very seriously diminished sjnce it has been 
dependent upon <Mvernment money instead of funds provided by chilian 
organizations; and 

Whereas we believe such welfare work Is even more necessary to the 
soldjers and their families than it is to employees of large clvili:m organ· 
izations, owing to the iwlated conditions of a soldier's life; and 

Whereas we believe that one or more bo tesses should be at every 
summer camp where young boys are being trained, and where they are 
often awny from home for the first time: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Women's Patriotic Confex·ence on National Defense 
now in conference a embled does unqualifiedly indorse this valuable 
service and urge the Secretary of War to give these hostCE!ses a perma
nent military status, and to increase the number so that every important 
post and every summer training camp shaJI have at least one trained 
Army hostess ; and be it fut·ther 

Resolved, '.rhat this confe1·ence urge its members to request their Rep
resentatives and Senators in Congress to work for a congressional appro
J:?l'iation of not less than $75,000 for this service. 

No. 13 

CHEMICAL 

Whereas the surpri e attack on the allied armies, April 22, 1915, with 
chemical-warfare materials very nearly resulted in complete disaster fot• 
thE! allied cause ; and . 
· Whereas unpreparedness in any powerful means of waging war is an 

invitation to attack and surprise by that method ; and chemical warfare 
demonstrated in the World War its very great power : Therefore be it 

Resol1:ed by the Women's Patriotic Conjeret1Ce on Natio1zal Defense, 
That it reaffirm the action taken in 1927 in urging tbe continued full 
support of the Chemical Warfare Service and in deploring all attempts 
to destroy that valuable part of our national defense, the necessity for 
which ·was so fully recognized during the World War. 

No. 14 

THE STAR-SPANGLED BANNJ:R 

Whereas the Star-Spangled Banner, words by Francis Scott Key and 
music by John Stafford Smith, bas been declared the national anthem 
by the regulations of the .Army and Navy for the past 100 years, and 
bas been enshrined as such in the hearts of the .American people : Be it 

Resolt·ed, That this Women's Patriotic Conference on National De
fense, consisting of 30 national patriotic organizations, do petition the 
Congress ot the United States of .America to establish the Stat·-Spangled 
Banner as the national anthem of tbls country by passing bill H. R. 206. 

No. 15 

SCHOOL TEXTBOOKS ON .lJdERICAN HISTORY 

Whereas attempts are being made to expunge from our school histo· 
ries all r eferences to war and heroism in battle ; to ignore the honor 
due to the great soldiers and sailors of the Nation; to stress intel'Ila· 
tionalism in place of national loyalties ; to belittle those who have 
fought and died that this Nation might live; and to exalt at their 
expen e the so-called " heroes of peace" ; and 

Whereas we feel that the truths of hi tory, both military and civil, 
should never be thus tampered with in order to advance the interests 
or opinions of any section of our people ; and 

\\"'hereas we feel that loYe of our own country, resped for its laws 
and institutions, and revere11ce for its heroes of peace and war should 
be instilled into the minds of our youth, but without arousing bitterness 
against any other country: Therefore be it · 

ResCJll:ea~ That we disapprove all such attempts to falsify our history, 
and that we recommend to each organization comprising this Women's 
Patriotic Conference on National Defense that it appoint a committee 
to make rigid investigation into conditions in the schools relative to 
the teaching of American history and the books In use. 

Resolved, That we request the membei'S of this conference to urge a 
law in their respective States requiring all teachers in public and pri
vate schools to take the oath of allegiance to the United States of 
.America. 

No. 16 
SOVIET RUSSIA 

Whereas the plan promulgated in the constitution and decrees of" the 
present Soviet Government of Russia for a world revolution to destroy 
all existing "capitalist governments" and do away with the hated 
" bourgeoise cia s " through " red revolution " is not a myth but a 
proven fact; and 

Whereas the emissaries are working unceasingly to spread their propa
ganda for " peace" through .abolition of military training and total dis
arming of all capitalist nations, including the United States, destruction 
of courts, fostering discredit of the officials ann institutions of our 
Go7ernment, particularly its foreign policy ; and 

Whereas a campaign is well on its way with paid organizers to 
mobilize children into " young communist groups," into the " youth 
movement," into "young communi t leagues," "young pioneers," etc,, 
to organize communist group units within the United States military 
units, to establish industrial ~·nuclei " in every industry-railways., 
mills, factories, munition plants--capable and ready to take command 
and defeat the United States mobilization plans when their revolution is 
ri~, or when capitalist nations are di armed; and 

Whereas units of the Communist (International) Party in .America 
are increasing at a tremendous rate, sweeping thousands of unsuspecting 
"pacifists" into unwitting (or knowing) cooperate with thei~ program, 
disguised as " peace plans " and loudly proclaiming for recognition of 
Soviet Russia in order that their uncensored folio may come in under 
"diplomatic immu'oity to search," whereby propaganda centers could be 
set up in tbe consulate of every .American city to great advantage of 
the present so>iet r~gime; and . 

Whereas there is no way of knowing where the "boundaries" of this 
so-ca11ed ovlet nation are (inasmuch as they are as wide as tlie terri
tory occupied by the "proletariat" or laboring class), any one of the 
republics of the federation having a right under their constitution to 
decree itself out of the union when it wishes to escape an international 
obligation : 

Resol-ved, That" the Women's Patriotic Conference on National Defense 
go on· record . a.s opposing the reco6'1lition of Soviet Russia by the Gov-. 
ernment of the United States; and further be it 

Resolved, That the representatives of the various organizations par
ticipating in the Women's Patriotic Conference on National · Defense 
here convened send out a rousing call to their respective groups to 
orgllnize a definite campaign to counteract activities and intiuences ~f 
menacing forces now within our gates and to prevent others entering; 
and be it further 

Resolv~, That all tbe organizations here represented be urged to 
establish substantial funds for the use of their respective committees 
intrusted with the vitally important task of cooperation for national 
defense against such well organized and well financed enemies. 

No. 17 

FLAG COD1il 

Whereas the red, white, and blue of the fiag enfolds the very spirit 
and ntality of our Republi~ ; and 

Whereas age bas been taught to revere " Old Glory " ; and 
"Whereas youth should look upon it as worthy or supreme devotion and 

· repudiate all attempted substitutes of green esperanto flags, peace ilags, 
· and red flags: Therefore be it 

Resol-ved, That the Women's Patriotic Conference on National De
fense go on record as indorsing House Joint Re olution 11, to adopt an 

. official tlag code of the United States. 
No. 18 

THE CONSTITUTIO~ UPHELD 

Whereas we, the members of the Women's Patriotic Conference on 
National Defense wish to place ourselves on record as firm supporters 
of the Constitutlon ot the United States, acknowledging it to be the 
greatest safeguard of human liberty ever given to mankind; and 

Whereas we pledge ourselves, individually and collectively, to defend 
and uphold the Constitution by rendering loyalty to its sentiments, 
obedience to its provisions, and by holding its principles sacred and 
inviolable : Therefore be it 

Resolved That we urge the people of the United States to guard 
against tb~ substitution of bureaucracy for democracy, paternalism 

• 

, 
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for individual and community responsibility, centralized authority for 
local self-government, which substitution would undermine American 
principles of government ordained and established by the Constitution 
of the United States. 

FEBRUARY 3, 1928, 
No. 19 

TEACH THE CONSTITUTION 

Whereas knowledge and understanding of onr system of government 
is the greatest safeguard of our institutions; and 

Whereas there are eight remaining States whose legislatures have 
not passed a law making the teaching of the United States Constitu
tion compulsory : Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Third Women's Patriotic Conference ou National 
Defense go on record as indorsing such a law in these eight States, 
and that we pledge ourselves to work for its adoption. 

FEBRUARY 3, 1928. 
.ADJOURNMENT OVER 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet next 
Monday. 

J.\.1r. GARRETT of Tennessee. 1\Ir. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I would like to ask the ge~tl~man from Co~
necticut whether it is contemplated that District of Columbia 
business shall be considered next Monday? 

Mr. TILSON. No; the Treasury and Post Office Departments 
appropriation bill, which will be considered ~uring -~e re
mainder of to-day, will go on next Monday. It IS a privileged 
bill and as unfinished business will he in order on Monday. We 
hope to give the District another day later on. . . 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. '.rhere has been some mqmry 
about District business. 

Mr. TILSON. It would I.Je in order next Monday, but. the 
appropriation bill as unfinislled business would have the right 
of way. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Connecticut? 

There was no objection. 
TREASURY AND POST OFFICE DEPARTMENTS APPROPRIATION BILL 

1\fr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 10635, the 
appropriation bill for the Treasury anu Post Office Depart
ments. Pending that I ask unanimous consent that the control 
of general debate bQ divided between the gentleman from 
Tennessee and myself until we finally re.J.ch a time when we 
can agree on a limit of deb3te. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole Honse on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 
10635 the appropriation bill for the Treasury and Post Office 
Depa~·tments, and pending that he asks unanimous consent that 
general debate. for the time being be equally divided and con
trolled by himself and the gentleman from Tennessee. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
The motion of Mr. MADDEN was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. MICHENER 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill of which the Clerk wiU read the title. 

The Clerk read the title, as follows: 
A b1ll (H. R. 10635) making appropriations for the Trea.sm·y and 

Post Office Departments for ~e fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to· the 

gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLY]. 
Mr. KELLY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, 

the bill under consideration cleals with appropriations for the 
Post Office Department. It curries $76'1,000,000 for the biggest 
business on ea:rth. 

There is one paragraph jn tbe ·report submitted by the 
distinguished chairman of thi~ committee [Mr. MADDEN] . to 
which I wish to direct your attention. It is found on page · 29 
and is as follows : 

In connection with the figures of receipts, expenditures, and deficits 
of the Post Office Department attention should be called to the fact ~hat 

the figures as presented, while they del)ict the situation in a fairly 
accurate manner, do not give a portrayal of the cost of the service on 
the same basis as a private business. Whether it is ever possible or 
desirable to attempt to set up an accounting system in a Gover~ment 
activity similar to that which would prevail if the activity were in 
private ownership is always a debatable factor, due to the difference in 
the ends sought to be accomplished by the Government and private busi
ness--one striving for profit and the other for service to its people. 
Progress is being made and vet·y valuable information is being fur
nished in connection with the cost-ascertainment investigations of the 
department. While some of the costs revealed by these reports may be 
said not to be a proper charge against the Post Office Depa.rtment, there 
should be recalled that the Post Office Department receives some advan
tages from its Government status which are not reflected in its expendi
tures. Chief among these is the space occupied by postal facilities in 
Government-owned buildings, of which there are 1,400 or more through-

' out the United States. A further program of building construction is 
authorized, which, under pending legislation, would bring the total up to 

. $200,000,000 for new structures, in which a very large proportion of the 
space will be devoted to postal needs. 

There is in this statement an accurate distinction between the 
Post Office Department and private business--

One strives for profit and the other !or service to its people. 

The greatest difficulty right . now as to the post-office estab
lishment is due to the fact that we have been attempting to 
operate it on both policies-profit and service. The result is 
a confusion, . which will never be r~medied until we make a 
straight-out declaration as to the service policy of the Post 
Office Department and act on that principle. 

I am gratified that the Appropriation~ Committee has sug
gested this vital matter in its report. I would paraphrase one 
sentence in the paragraph I have read and make it read: "Due 
to the difference in the ends Eought to be accomplished by the 
post office and private business--one striving for profit and the 

, other for service of its people-the accounting system used by 
the Post Office Department should not be such as to hinder 
service to the people." . 

The present accounting does not show a true pictqre. In the 
balance sheet are items which are not understood to be free and 
partly free projects adopted by Congress, not as postal opera
tions but as public-service provisions. 

Mr. Chairman, there is only one feature of the yearly report 
of postal finances which is known to the public. That is the so~ 
called deficit. But any consideration of that brings up the wbol~ 
question of postal finances, which is a dry-as-dust subject to the 
~verage person. I defy any :Member of Congress here to even 
read through the complicated, involved, tabulations in the cost
ast!ertainment report for 1927, which bas been submitted by the 
department. . 

Yet United States postal finances are of vital concern in the 
consideration of the biggest business on earth. It handles 
25,000,000,000 pieces of mail matter every year and carries 337,-
000,000 messages from residents of this country to friends and 
relatives in all the lands on the globe. It is the greatest agency 
of intercommunication ever devised. How important it is may 
be judged by the statement of Br:yce in his classic treatise on 
"The American Commonwealth." In it he declared that the 
factor which makes us a united Nation" is the means of internal 
communication that ·holds the cotmtry together and renders it 
one for all social and political purposes as well as for commerce." 

That such a mammoth public-service enterpiise should be 
based upon a dollar-and-cent balance sheet is so absurd that 
Congress· can not even attempt to act upon it. The real fact is 
that the present balance sheet itself fm·nishes the absurdity. 
:Many times Congress has builded wiser than it knew, by paying 
no attention whatever to it. 

What is the so-called postal deficit? Well, to judge from its 
prominence in department reports and in newspaper headlines 
one would judge that it is the one outstanding feature of this 
colossal business. The opening paragraphs of the Postmaster 
General's report for 1927 emphasize the deficit of some $28,-
000,000. Every newspaper in the land chronicled the deficit 
with such heads as that in the Washington Post: "Postal 
operations conducted at $28,000,000 loss." Others were "Post 
Office behind many. millions in 1927," "Huge deficit in Postal 
Service," "Post Office fails to break even by $28,000,000." 

The comments on the report ranged from characterization ·of 
the deficit as proof of extravagance and inefficiency to a declara
tion that the Post Office is a bankrupt business. 

Such statements are grossly unfair to the Congress that makes 
appropriations, to the department that administers them, and 
to the postal personnel, the most efficient body of workers 
ever organized into a unit for cooperative efforts. 
· There is not a deficit of $28,000,000 in postal operations. 

There is a large surplus instead in postal operations. The so-
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called deficit, which looms so large, is due sol'ely and wholly to 
free f.llld partly· free services which are given because Congress 
has made use of the great nation-wide postal organization in 
advancing the common welfare. 

The cost of the e policies is exactly on a par with expendi
tures for the Department of Commerce or the Department of 
Agiiculture. No one points to a deficit in these departments, 
but to do so would be just as logical as in the case of tl!e Post 
Office. 

Let us analyze this so-called deficit. First there is the frank· 
ing and penalty privilege, through which officials of the Govern· 
ment send without postage charge information as to the conduct 
of public affairs. It is a vital function, which should not be 
tliscontinued or even curtailed, but it is not a postal operation. 

The Post Office Department informs me that the revenues 
which would be derived from the penalty mail sent by various 
departments would be $14,501,208, and that the actual cost of 
handling it is $6,263,620. 

The franked mail sent out by Members of Congress and 
others at regular rates would bring in $532,652, and the actual 
co ·t to the department is stated as $520,691. 

Therefore, in the so-called deficit there is at least $6,784,311, 
which is the bare cost of the service. 

Second. Congress has directed for 75 years that small county 
newspapers should be sent within the county of publication 
to offices where there is no delivery without payment of postage. 
Not a cent is secured by the Post Office Department for this 
service. According to a department statement, the estimated 
cost is $9,000,000 a year. · 

That means that there should in all fairness be a reduction 
of tbe so-called deficit by $9,000,000. By no stretch of the 
imagination can such a policy be called a postal operation. 

Third. In order to encourage the circulation of religious, fra
ternal, and similar publications not published for profit, Con· 
gres. bas established a special fiat rate of 1% cents a pound 
for such publications. This rate applies to advertising portions 
as well as reading matter. 

There are more than 6,000 of these periodicals going through 
the mails at a rate which pays only a fraction of the actual cost of handling. It is a public-welfare project, which may or may 
not be justified, but it is in no sense a postal operation to be 
charged against postal revenues. 
. The Post Office Department informs me that the actual loss 

through such a policy is $16,000,000 a year. It makes up more 
than half of the reported deficit for last year. By any business 
system of bookkeeping it should be subtracted from the so-called 
deficit. 

Fourth. Congress bas adopted a ship-subsidy policy in connf!{!
tion with foreign mail. It is a worthy .American policy in con
nection with t.he maintenance of a merchant marine. But it 
bas no connection with actual postal operations, since the serv
ice would be performed by foreign vessels at one-half the cost. 
We should admit hone tly that it is a policy for the encourage
ment of United States shipping. We should mo t assuredly 
not assess it against postal revenues. 

•. The Post Office Department states that this policy costs 
$3,600,000 a year. That sum should be subtracted from the 
so-called deficit. 
: Fifth. Congress bas decided that as a philanthropic measure 
publications in raised letters for the use of the blind shall go 
t11rough the mails without payment of postage. This is no 
postal operation. It is a gift to the blind_, with the post-office 

- establishment made the agency for the gift. '.Phe department 
informs me that the actual cost is $32,000 a year. . 

Mr. Chairman, here are five distinct governmental projects 
being carried out very properly through the Postal Service, the 
nation-wide agency of communication. Not one of them is as 
logical a postal operation as the construction of good rottds, 
whi<'h no one would charge to postal revenues. They are 
public-welfare projects, and any post-"Office deficit built up out 
of them is a sham and delusion. 

The actual cost of these five projects, according to the most 
conservative estimate of tbe department, i $35,426,000. This 
completely offsets the $28,000,000 reported deficit and leaves a 
substf.llltial surplus instead. Any sensible - accounting system 
would show this state of affairs in this great service depart· 

'ment. · 
In dealing with this phase of postal finances I must add 

that there is another item which in· my estimation is unfairly 
charged agaim~t postal revenues. I admit that it does not 
stand on aU fours witb the ot11er items I have discussed, but 
in reality it is a public-welfare measure rather than a postal 
op·eration. · I refer to the inevitable loss, after the mo!>"t gen· 
erous allowance for its part in postal operations, due to the 
rural free delivery. 

This service is on a different basis than city delivery, Rail
way Mail Service, and other similar operations. These latter 
form the most ·economical method of handling the mails, and if 
a profit-making corporation were to take over the service these 
organizations would be continued exactly as at present. 

Not so with rural free delivery. A profit-making company 
would slash it off at one stroke, and in · so doing would reduce 
expenses more than $100,000,000. The express company deliv
ers in the cities because it is cheaper to do that than to provide 
storage and clerical help to deliver all goods at the office. It 
compels the rural dweller to come to town for his express 
shipment because it is more economical than to deliver the 
goods to him. Exactly tbe same system would apply if the 
Postal Service were to be run on a profit-making basis. 

However, Mr. Chairman, no good American wishes to curtail 
the Rural Free Delivery Service. I would extend it until every 
farmer and dweller in rural communities receive speedy and 
complete service. I beUeve the money expended is for the 
public welfare. It is true, also, that if mail we1·e handled on 
these routes up to capacity the loss could be g1·eatly diminished. 

At present giving the Rural Free Delivery credit for every 
penny of postage on mail originating on the ~outes and half 
the revenues on all matter delivered, and using the figures in 
the Postmaster General's report for 1927, there would be a loss 
of $48,613.000 on the rear. 

Suppose we omit this entirely and leave it to be considered as 
a postal operation and nothing else. I have already shown that 
there is still a surplus instead of a deficit. 

Is it not apparent, Mr. Chairman, that by any fair system of 
postal accounting the postal deficit is a myth and a delusion? 
It is not a fact but a state of mind. If postal policies are to be 
built on a false basis, the entire structure is certain to be out 
of plumb. 

That is exactly the situation. Here is no mere technicality 
of accounting but a fundamental disorder which affects the 
entire postal system. The person unfamiliar with the ti·ue 
state of affairs says, " Why so much concern over a bookkeeping 
trifle? If there is a deficit, it comes out of the United States 
Treasury, just the same as if you charged the items against 
the T1·easury in the first place. What real difference does it 
make?" 

Such a question proves utter ignorance of the postal situa· 
tion. What seems to be the difference between tweedledee and 
tweedledum in reality is the difference between fair postnge 
rates and unjust postage rates; between complete postal service 

' and inadequate postal service; between proper working condi:. 
' tions for postal workers and unjustifiable conditions. 
1 

That mythical deficit now sets the tune. As unsubstantial 
' as the vampire of olden days, it does suck the blood from the 
postal system. It 1·educes service, lays too heavy a charge upon 
mail users, and robs the workers of rightful relief. 

Let us consider these statements: First, the postage-rate 
pr-oblem. Under present conditions the great urge is to wipe 
out this deficit and balance the books. But in this deficit are 
all these governmental expenses, represented ·by free and partly 
free services . 

Therefore, if that deficit is to be wiped out, users of the 
mails must pay not only all proper postal costs but also furnish 
the money f-or large governmental expenditures. The money 
from the sale of stamps musf be used to send out the penalty 
package and the franked letter, the religious paper, and the pub· 
lication for the blind. It must cover the cost of these public· 
welfare projects which should be met f1·om the General Treas· 
ury as a benefit to all and not a few. 

That is the reason, 1\Ir. Chairman, why the Post Office Com· 
mittee of the House is now so busily engaged in consideration 
of a bill reducing the rates on all clij.sses of mail matter. 

Here is a deficit, so called, of $28,000,000, and still the de
partment and practically every Member of Congress agrees that 
there should be reductions in rates. The bill we are now con
sidel'ing, as introduced by Chairman GRIEsT and as accepted by 
the department, would, according to department figures, reduce 
revenues by more than $10.000,000, and consequently add that 
much to the deficit. Still, the only objections from any quarter 
is tbat certain reductions do not go far enough. 

Nor is such a feeling due altogether to the fact that the 
Postal Service does not pay dividends as does a private busi
ness, and therefore there "is no injury to the pocketbook nerve 
when no profits are shown. It is due also to the fact that 
complete service is the prime function of this great organization, 
and rates should be in line with such a fundamental policy. 

Of course, there a1·e ccrtnin rates, such as that on post cards 
in :first-class-mail classifications, where the 2-cent rate is so high 
that it has driven matter out of the mail and entailed a loss ot 
orne $6,000,000 instead of an estimated gain of $10,000,000. 

It was higher tban the traffic would bear. 

• 
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Mr. Chairman, I have prepared a table which shows the post- j of February 28, 1925, and the rates now pr?posed. It is as 

age rates in force before 1925, the rates established by the act follows : 

Statement showinu comparison between old ratu, 19!5 rates, and proposed rota 

Class Mail matter Old rates 1925 rates Proposed rates 

First_ ____ Post cards, private mailing ____________ 1 cent each·--------------------------- 2 cents each ___________________________ 1 cent each. 
Second .•. 'l'ransienL.--------------------------· 1 cent 4 ounces·----------------------- 2 cents 2 ounces; over 8 ounces, parcel l cent 2 ounces. 

post. 
Publishers: 

Scientific, religioU3, etc., naws
pape~sJ periodicals, reading mat
ter, ly2 cents pound. 

1~ cents pound ••••••••••••••••••••••• 1~ cents pound----------------------- 1~ cents pound. 

Advertising: 
Zones 1 and 2-------------------------

Zone 3---------·-·······----------
Zone 4..---------------------------
Zone 5----------------------------
Zone 6.---------------------------
Zone 7----------------------------
Zone 8-----------------------------

2 cents pound ••••••••••• - •••••••••• 2 cents pound •••• ·--------·····------

t~~1¥J~j~~~~~~~~~))~j)~~~))))) : !:~~~: ~~~j~)))~)m)~)l~)))~)j)))~ 
1~ cents pound. 
2~ cents pound. 
4 cents pound. 
4~ cents pound. 
5~ cents pound. 
7 cents pound. 
7~ cents pound. 

Third •••. Printed matter.----------------------- Up to 4 pounds, 1 cent each 2 ounces; Under 8 ounces, 1}1 cents 2 ounces; 
over 4, parcel-post rates. over, parcel post. 

Under 8 ounces IJ1 cents 2 ounces; 
20 pounds, 12 cents pound. 

Books, catalogues, seeds, etc __________ _ Under 8 ounces, 1 cent 2 ounces; over Under 8-ounces, 1 cent 2 ounces; over, Under 8 ounces, 1 cent 2 ounces; over 
parcel post. 8 ounces parcel post. parcel post. 

Fourth ••• Merchandise over 8 ounces: 
Local zone ___ ______________________ 5 cents first pound; 1 cent each addi- 7 cents first pound; 1 cent additional 7 cents first pound; 1 cent additional 

2 pounds. tional 2 pounds. 2 pounds. 
Zones 1 and 2---------------------- 5 cents first pound; 1 cent each addl- 7 cents first pound; 1 cent additional 7 cents first pound; 1 cent additimnl 

tionalpound. pound. 
Zone 3 •• --------------------------- 6 cents first pound; 2 cents additionaL 8 cents first pound; 2 cents additionaL 
Zone 4..---------------------------- 7 cents first pound; 4 cents additionaL. 9 cents first pound; 4 cents additional. 
Zone 5----------------------------- 8 cents first pound; 6 cents additionaL 10 cents first pound; 6 cents additionaL 
Zone 6----------------------------- 9 cents first pound; 8 cents additional. 11 cents first pound; 8 cents additionaL 
Zone 7----------------------------- 11 cents first pound; 10 cents additionaL 13 cents first pound; 10 cents additional. 
Zone 8----------------------------- 12 cents each pound___________________ 14 cents first pound; 12 cents additional. 

pound. 
8 cents first potmd; 2 cents additionaL 
8 cents first pound; 4 cents additional. 
9 cents first pound; 6 cents additional. 
10 cents first pound; 8 cents additional. 
12 cents first pound; 10 cents additional. 
13 cents first pound; 12 cents additional. 
2 cents less local first, second, and third; Mailed rural routes ________________ -------------------------------·-------- . 2 cents less parceL.-------------------

1 cent less fourth, fifth, sixth, seventh, 
and eighth wnes. 

Here is the statement furnished by the Post Office Department 
as to tlle effect on revenues of the proposed rate reductions : 

Bstimated net decrease i1~ nwenue 
First class, post cards--------------------------------
s~cunfl class : 7-one rate publications ___________________________ _ 

Transient----------------------------------------
Third class, bulk potmd rates--------------------------l!""ourth class, service charge ___________________________ _ 

$1,200,000 

3,860,000 
100,000 

7,000,000 
2,200,000 

-----
Prospective loss in revenue ______________________ 14,360,000 

The proposed measure carries provisions as to business reply 
cards and envelopes, deficient po~tage, special delivery and 
special handling, which would bring in additional revenues, but 
I am dealing here only with the rates on the classes of mnil 
matter. 

l\1r. GARNER of Texas. I understood the gentleman to say 
that the 1·ate on first-class matter was so high that it yielded 
less I'evenue than before that rate was raised, but he does not 
ma.ke the same statement about the second-class matter. You 
are reducing the rate and getting less revenue in the second 
class. 

1\Ir. KELLY. We get less revenue, according to . the Post · 
Office Department, yes. The contention is made that because 
of the present zone rates on advertising, there is less revenue 
receh·ed than there would be at a lower rate. 

1\Ir. HASTINGS. How much less? 
1\fr. KELLY.· No one knows that, but that cOntention is being 

made on the ground that great quantities of second-class matter 
go by private agencies now, but would come back to the Post 
Office Department at the lower rates. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Is that' a cOntention made by the Post 
Office Department? 

l\1r. KELLY. No; that is made by the users of the mail. 
1\Ir. COOPER of Wisco.nsin. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gen

tleman yiel,d? 
Mr. KELLY. Yes. 
l\1r. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have received, as have doubt

less other Members of the House, many letters from constituents 
saying that the 20-pound provision in third class is a discrimi
,nation in favor of mail-order houses. What has the gentleman 
to say to that contention? 

l\Ir. KELLY. Discrimination against them? 
, Mr. COOPER of WL:consin. No; in favor of the mail-order 
houses. 

1\Ir. KELLY. Even if the article weighed only one-half a.n 
ounce, the 20-pound limit would mean that about 640 sepamte 
pieces would need be mailed. Of course, very few business 
~en send out less than 6:10 pieces. If they send thut number 
they get the 20-pound rate just the same as the biggest mail
order house in the country. 

1\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. One correspondent said that he 
had always been accustomed to sending out 500. 

Mr. KELLY. If his circular weighed two-thirds of an ounce 
he would get the 20-pound rate. If it weighed half an ounce, 
he would have to mail at 1lh cents for 2 ounces. The dis
crimination, if there is any there, and there is some objection 
to this rate, would be that mailing of less than 20 pounds 
would take a higher rate of postage. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentl€'man says, "If there 
is a discrimination." Ought not the law to be so drawn that 
there can be no possible discrimination against the country 
storekeeper i:n that regard? 

Mr. KELLY. I do not want to get into an argument about 
the mel'its of this rate, because we ha\e not taken action on it. 
I am trying to suggest that there is a serious proposition, 
the reason for reduction of postage rates, facing us in the 
Post Office Department with an alleged $28,000,000 deficit. 

1\!r. GREEN of Florida. I have received se\eral letters from 
seed houses down in my State as to first-class matter, desiring 
that the weight be raised from 8 ounces to 10 ounces, which 
would give them a cheaper distribution of their seeds, and so 
directly or indirectly benefit the farmer. What does the gen
tleman think of that? 

Mr. KELLY. The gentleman refers to third class, and that 
proposal is being considered now. Anything under 8 ounces 
goes as third class, and anything over 8 ounces goes into the 
fourth class. 

Mr. GREEN of Florida. These same gentlemen, I may say, 
would like pretty well to see the post-card rate go back to 
1 cent. 

1\Ir. KELLY. There is no difference of- opinion in regard to 
that. 
. Mr. GREE1.~ of Florida. Is anything to- be done as to the 
removal of the service charge on certain classes of mail? 

l\lr. KELLY. Yes; the proposed bill deals with the service 
charge in certain parcel-post zones. 

Mr. GREEN of Florida. Will it ue effective 200 miles from 
the shipping point? 

Mr. KELLY. Not according .to the proposed bill; no. Instead 
of having a 2-cent service charge beyond the third zone it 
would be reduced to 1 cent. 

Mr. CROW'THER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KELLY. Yes. 
Mr. CROWTHER. How about the money-order department? 
Mr. KELLY. There is a loss, according to the department, 

of $8,000,000. The rates ought to be changed on that. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield? 
:Mr. KELLY. Yes. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I have had a great many inquiries from 

my district with reference to a proposition which, -I unde_rstand, 
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L., before your ·committee, a proposal to prohibit the Govern- · 
ment from fm·thei~ publishing and selling stamped envelopes 
with return addresses upon them. Has any action been taken 
in the committee on that matter, or has the committee given 
any consideration to it 1 · I ask for the re-ason that I want to 
know bow to intelligently answer these inquiries that are sub
mitted to me. 

Mr. KELLY. I will say to the gentleman from Alabama that 
that question is perennial and has been before the committee 
repeatedly. Hearings requiring days have been given to it in 
past years. Another bill, proposing to prohibit the Government 
from printing these return cal'ds on envelopes, is now before 
the conimittee but has not yet been given a hearing in this 
session. 

Mr. GREE~ of Florida. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KELLY. Yes. 
Mr. GREEN of Florida. There is apparently no desire on 

the part of the committee to increase or inake postal matters 
harder on newspapers and other publications coming within 
that class. 
· Mr. KELLY. I will say to the gentleman from Florida that 
the proposed provisions uniformly reduce the present rates. 
[Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am glad to say that the Post Office De
partment has recognized the justice of the principle which I 
have l'epeatedly stated on this iloor as to proper credit for free 
services. In the bill under consideration by the Post Office Com
mittee there is provision for credit for some of these items I have 
discussed. It provides that the cost of franked, penalty, free 
in county, and free to the blind mail shall be set apart from other 
postal expenditures. 

It does not go far enough, but it is a long step in the right 
direction and does some measure of jus.tice to the Post Office De
partment~ In the bill I introduced some. time ago, I specified 
()ther items, which seem to me to be similar in principle, and I 
also prov'ided for consideration of the rental charge of Govern
ment buildings, as menti()ned in the report of the Appropriations 
Committee. 

Unless we do build the Post Office Establishme-nt on a service 
basis and have the accounting show it clearly, we will be 
swayed in every action by a fictitious deficit or stand unjustified 
criticism from those who conceive the entire Postal Service as a 
jn'ofit-maldng institution. 

We have already gone so far that we have a schedule of post
iige rates which raises revenues for the payment of Government 
expenditures othe-r than strictly postal operations. · 

Something can tie said for such a plan, if honestly adopted. 
Several nations use it now in connection with the Postal Serv
ice. But I protest against its use by stealth and subterfuge. . If 
we intend to adopt it, let ns say so out in the open and act ac
cordly. One thing is certain, it has not thus far been adopted as 
the . American plan. On the contrary, it was definitely rejected 
by the founders of this Nation. 

The makers of the Constitution which contains the postal 
power, specifically refused to give any such power to Congress. 
They said that the post office should be for the service of the 
people and not an institution ~or raising revenue. 

The Pinckney plan submitted to the Constitutional Convention 
of 1787 provided that Congress should have power to "establish 
post offices and raise a revenue from them." 
· Mr. Patterson, on June 15, suggested a provision that Con-

gress be empow~ed to raise revenues- ' 
by a postage on all letters and packages passing through the general 
post office, to be applied to such Federal purposes as they shall deem 
proper and expedient. -

The Constitution makers overwhelmingly rejected such sug
gestions. They rejected also the theory behind them. They 
foresaw that any attempt to raise revenue through the Postal 
Service would destroy its primary purpose. They knew that 
even the sketchy service of Revolutionary days had been the 
great unifying agency which makes a nation out of 13 colonies. 
They knew the importance of the Postal Service in the Nation 
and they did not propose to have it marred and crippled by any 
attempts to make it produce revenues. 

Oh, the framers of the Constitution knew all about the possi
bility of making the post office a revenue producer .. They were 
very familiar with the British system, which was built on that 
policy. 

In 1785 the British postal system had a gross income of 
:£463,753, with net revenues to the Government of £261,409. This 
amount took the place of so much tax money and was used 
to defray governmental expenses. 

But the American nation builders had a different purpose in 
mind. They visioned a great postal institution for the service 
of every citizen. They had few means ~t hand fo~ ~~ising 

revenues. · The finances were a far greater source of worry 
then than at present, when we can scarcely decide the amount 
of surplus to be turned back to the people. Still those states
men forbade the use of postage rates for raising money to be 
used for governmental expenses. They refused to permit the 
raising of revenue through the post office. . 

They also expressly stated that the only methods for raising 
funds to meet governmental expenses should be through "laying 
and collecting taxes" and "bon-owing money on the credit ot 
the United States." Where certain methods are enume1•ated, all 
others are excluded. 

Both in their action on the postal and the taxing provisions 
of the Constitution, the founders delibel-ately provided that 
revenues for the Government should not be raised through 
postage rates. . · . · 

Congress has power to do anything which is necessary to 
create and maintain a Postal Service, but it must be for 
service, not for revenue raising. Cong1~ess can provide that any 
class of mail matter may be carded free if it decides such 
action would promote the common good. It may fix less-than
cost rates on any class of mail matter for the same reason. 

But it certainly goes beyond its power when it decrees that 
certain classes of mail matter shall be carried free and certain 
services performed free and then makes other classes of mail 
matter and other services pay the cost of such policies. 

I belie-.e we should restore the COI:lstitutional American post 
office to the lines laid down by its founders, the statesmen who 
desired it to be a great unifying service institution. 

But suppose we are not concerned about the judgment -of the 
fatlters of the Republic in this matter. Let us consider it as it 
faces l1S to-day, 140 years after the Constitution was framed. 
Is it good policy to-day to administer the Post Office Depart
ment on a t·evenueLraising pasis? Shall postage rates be fixed so 
that revenues will show a balance over all expenditures? Shall 
eve1·y administrative effort have as its end the securing of a 
surplus at the end of the year? Shall we pay out of postal 
revenues for every free and partly free project adopted by 
Congress for the common welfare? . 

Sueh a policy means the transformation of this establishment 
into a revenue producer instead of a service giver. It makes 
profits, not service, the keynote in ilie Postal Service. Fo1· my 
part, I protest against any such policy. 

Over the Washington post office is the real ideal of the Postal 
Service, quoted everywhere as a true and vivid summary of its 
purpo es. 

If we adopt the profit or revenue motive we should have to 
rewrite that statement as follows : 

"Messenger of sympathy and love" (when there is a profit on 
the messages) . 

"Servant of parted friends" (in case the revenues will 
justify). 

"Consoler of the lonely'' (at so much per console). 
u Bond of the scattered family" (if held to a self-sustaining 

basis). 
"Enlarger of the common life" (in case the deficit is not 

enlarged). 
"Carrier of news and knowledge" (when money can be made 

from the carriage). 
"Instrument of trade and industry" (whe·n tbe cost ascer

tainment shows it pays). 
u Promoter of mutual acquaintance" (where the return to the 

promoter is Sllfficient) .. · 
"Of peace and good will among nations'' ·(if it assures a 

postal surplus at the end of year). 
No, Mr:Chairman, the American people have never advocated 

nor agreed to any such weasel qualifications of the aims of the 
Postal Service and they never will. 

If I correctly interpret the public desire as to the Postal 
Service, they say to Congress: 

"We ask that the Post Office Deparbnent render full and com
plete service at the lowest rates consistent with- such service; 
perform such other public-welfare services as it is best :fitted to 
carry out, to be paid for out ot Treasury funds; maintain the 
most effident organization possible through a personnel receiv
ing compensation in line with American standards of living and 
the value of services rendered." 

Such a command, if ca~ried out, will make the Postal Service 
what it should be. Every family in the land should be served 
by the Postal Establishment. This great nation-wide organiza· 
tion should be used for every worthy project where it can best 
serve the national need. The army of workers who make the 
service possible should have compensation and working condi
tions whfch will serve as an example in justice to every Ameri-
can employer. · 

If we definitely determine upon the service policy and an 
honest _accounting sy§tem, reductions in rates will be tn bar· : 
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mony with that policy. We raised the rates in 1925 b~caur:;e 
the !'resident and his advisers 8aw only the reported deficit and 
insisted that it dictate policy. In his veto message of June 7, 
1924, returning the postal salary bill, he said : 

For the fiscal year 1923 the postal revenues were $32,000,000 less 
than the cost of the service for that year. This deficit had to be met 
from the moneys paid by the taxpayers. We should not add to the 
amount of the postal deficit, as is proposed by this bill, but should 
attempt as a sound business principle to bm·e the users of the mails 
approximately pay the cost of the service. 

Postage rates were increased because of a mythical deficit, 
and Congress will haYe to retrace its steps. When we do so, we 
should put up a signboard which will point the true road for the 
future. On it we should write the words for all to see and 
understand: " Not profits but serYice in the post office." 

After all there has been, except for such short by-path ex
cursions. a consistent policy in the formulation of postage 
rates and it may be seen through all the years since the service 
was established. Many Congresses have acted upon the subject 
and many changes have. been made but they have followed one 
course throughout. There is a philosophy behind our postage 
rates. They do not form a random structure, a hit or miss 
sy8tem. . . 

Our general policy as to postage rates may be formulated as 
follows: 

First-class mail shall pay rates reflecting the fact that the 
postal organization ~s built primarily to carry letters and mes
sages. The revenues shall be about the sum necessary to pay 
half the- entire cost of actual postal operations . 
. Second-class mail. (1) To encourage county weekly papers; 
they shall be sent through the mails frie to such offices as have 
no delivery system. 

(2) To encourage religious, scientific, fraternal, and other 
publications not published for profit, there shall be a fiat rate 
of 1% cents per pound for the entire publication, including 
reading matter and advertising. 

(3) Ordinary newspapers and other publications shall pay 
the full cost of carriage upon their advertising portions with a 
:Cat rate of Ph cents a pound on reading matter. 

( 4) Newspapers sent by other than publishers shall pay the 
total cost of handUng. 

Third-class matter shall pay the total cost of handling. 
Fourth-class matter shall pay the total cost of handling. 
These are the traditional principles upon which rates are 

made. They are the proper principles. The confu~ion in which 
we have found ourselves for several years is due to two things : 
First, the insistence upon higher rates when just increase in 
compensation was granted to employees. Second, the cost as
certainment report which takes no account of the relative value 
of service giYen but links first-class mail with the other classes 
just as though a railroad company should figu1·e freight rates 
on coal and automobiles on the same basis. 

Both of these mistakes come back at last to the fictitious defi
cit. The inclusion of public-welfare projects with postal oper
ations has showed a mythical loss on some classes of mail mat
ter while the refusal to recognize the real status of first-class 
iua'n has showed a mythical gain. It is time to decide upon a 
definite pvlicy which will permit fair and square postage rates. 

1\Ir. Chairman, I have pointed out that rate making in the 
Postal Sen·ice has been traditionally based on the policy of 
service. By making a mythical deficit the keynote of postal 
calculations we become involved in confusion and injustice. 
·we force the users of paid mail service to pay for benefits to 
others than themselves. We compel them to pay not alone for 
the service given them but for a great deal besides. 

The very first step toward fair and square rate making is to 
learn exactly what postal operations cost after deducting policy 
projects which are public welfare rather than postal. Then the 
costs may be apportioned to the classes of mail matter on a 
value of the service basis. 

Postage rates is not the only question involved in a proper 
postal policy. When a fictitious deficit molds postal admin
is tration the service to which the American people are entitled 
is not given. 

If expenditures for all purposes must be squeezed into the 
limits of revenues for paid mail matter the service is bound 
to be cut to the bone. Railway postal cars, where distribution 
en route would speed the mail, must give way to storage cars 
and closed-pouch service and terminal distribution. Carrier 
service must be cut to the minimum. Cleiical help must l.>e 
refused until the mail begins to pile up into a mountain. 
Laborers must do the work of clerks and save the difference in 
their compensation. Speed-up systems must be evolved to 

bring out the last ounce of energy. There must be arbitral'Y 
weight and unit standards forever advanced to the sldll of the 
fastest worker. 

"Twist the screws on costs and show a surplus " really means 
" keep the Postal Service to the point beyond which the public 
would rise in wrath." 

Improper accounting which shows a fictitious deficit does 
more than produce too high postage rates and too little service. 
It means that postal workers must be denied improvements and 
betterments in working conditions to which every American 
worker is entitled. 

Any suggestion for better conditions must be weighed against 
the deficit. For instance, the Postmaster General in two annual 
reports urged a differential for postal employees who ·work at 
night. 

When the House committee tried to carry out his recom
mendation the favorable report was withdrawn on the ground 
of finances, which means the deficit. 

Again the Postmaster General asked for legislation to permit 
the payment of actual and necessary expenses for moving the 
household goods of officers and regular clerks in the Railway 
Mail Service when arbitrarily transferred from one station to 
another for permanent duty. 

The entire expense involved was but $10,000 a year, and the 
House committee desired to act on the recommendation. How
ever, when the bill was sent to the department the reply was 
unfavorable because of the finances. 

These are suggestions for improvements originating in the 
department. It is not difficult to judge the fate of suggestions 
which come from Members of Congress who are interested in 
providing fairer employment for the postal workers of the 
United States. 

It simply means that any such step must be taken in the face 
of opposition from the department, which knows best what 
should be done. Because an inaccurate accounting system gives 
a deficit, every postal worker in the land must be denied condi
tions to. which he is entitled; not only to which he is entitled, 
but which he has earned through devoted efforts. 

First Assistant General Bartlett has given figures showing 
that in 1914 the average revenue per post-office clerk was $5,581. 
In 192·7 it had risen to $7,951. In 1914 the average revenue per 
city letter carrier was $6,468; in 1927 it was $10,614. The 
average railway postal clerli: is doing 30 per cent more distribu
tion to-day than in 1914. 

Surely it is not fair to compel workers who have shown such 
increasing efficiency. to endure hardships because of a non
existent deficit on a faulty and improper balance sheet. 

Mr. Chairman, the true end sought to be accomplished by the 
Post Office Department is the service of the American people. 
That is the true keynote, the chief corner stone. With that 
service motive dominating, we can meet the problems of postage 
rates, increased service, and working conditions on a just and 
efficient basjs. 

I have asked this time in the general debate on this post
office appropriation bill to emphasize the need of a definite 
postal policy. If we decide upon the service policy and ,act 
upon it, it will benefit every American through a better, niore 
efficient, and comprehensive Postal Service. That is a purpose 
well worth the while of this Seventieth Congress of the United 
States. 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gen
tleman from Texas [1\fr. BLACK]. 

:Mr. BLACK of Texas. l\Ir. Chairman, I have taken the :floor 
at this time to discuss the Box bill-H. R. 6465-a bill intro
duced in the House by my colleague Representative J OHJ."'i C . 

. Box, and which seeks to place the same quota restrictions on 
Mexican immigration as applies to immigration from the Euro
pean countries. 

I have received a good many communications from organiza
tions in Texas asking me hiJW I stand on this bill. One of 
the organizations which has written me on the subject is the 
West Texas Chmp.ber of Commerce, and I now ask to have read 
in my time my reply to that letter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
FEBRUARY 10, 1928. 

Hon. II OYER D. WADE, 
Ma1wger lVest Texas Ollamber of Oommerce, 

8f(J)mfot-d, TeiJJ. 
MY DEAR M.R. WADE : I have received your letter o! J"anuary 31, 

1Q28, in which you nrge that the present immigration laws, so far as 
they relate to Mexico and Canada, be left intact, at len.st for the 
present; and you state that in making this request you speak for the 
West Texas Chamber of Commerce. You also request that I advise 
you what my attitude is on the question involved. 
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I wm be very glad to ten :rou. I am nnequlvocnlly in favor of the 

Box biU, which seeks to place Mexican immigration under the same 
quota restrictions as now apply to European immigration. Not only am 
I in i-.l.Yor of this bill, but I expect to do what I can to help get action 
on it at this present session of Congress. To that end I hav.e asked to 
be heard by the Committee on Immigration of the House of Representa· 
tivE's when it begins its he.arings <Jn the Box bill next week. I shall 
appear before the committee and urge favorable consideration of the bili 
at this session of Congress. 

The argument used by some that we need a large influx of Mexican 
immigration, because it fmnishes cheap labor, makes no appeal to me. 
In the :first place, there is no scai'city of labor in the United States, tak
ing it as n whole, and there is none in Texas. In fact, the labor supply 
is more than ample. The· truth of the matter is there is serious unem
ployment in many sections of the United States, and some authorlties 
estimate the number of unemployed at 4,000,000 men. 

In the next place, even if there were no large amount of unemploy
ment, it is a very short-sigllted policy for certain large business interests 
in the United States to nd>ocate lax immigration laws to get cheap 
labor. It is sowing to the wind to afterward reap the whirlwind. 
Capital tn the long run can only prosper in the truest "ll.nd best sense by 
doing full justice to labor. .And while a temporary advantage might be 
gained in the way of larger profits by beating down wages and lowering 
the American staudards of living through a wholesale and unrestricted 
foreign immigration, yet tile results in the end would be disastrous. 

Radicalism and discontent would stalk abroad and would fa.sten their 
tentacles to tbe vitals of American business and commerce and, Samson
like, would pull down the pillars of our whole economic structure on our 
beaus. 

Aside from economic reasons, there are strong reasons of a social 
nature wlly our Nation should pursue a policy of selective and re
strictive immigration. As to the soundness of this position I am well 
convinced. .And I am further of the opinion that these selective and 
restrictive provisions of the law should apply to Mexican immigration, 
just the same as to any other, and I shall certainly vote that way at 
every opportunity I have. 

Yours sincerely, Er;GE:NE BLACK. 

·[Applause.) 
Mr. BLAOK of Texas. Now, :Mr. Chairman, statistics show 

tbat about 50,000 immigraDts come to the United States annually 
from Mexico, and during the last yenr this number increased to 
m01·e than 60,000. Unless restrictions are imposed this number 
is certain to increase from year to year and before we are aware 
of it we will have a Mexican population in the United States 
of several millions of people. It seems to me that every consid
eration of common sense and good judgment would requite that 
we impose quota restrictions at this time and avoid serious com
plications in the future. 

If we, pass the Box bill and put Mexican immigration under 
quota restrictions, the number of immigrants that would come 
to tbe United States thereafter from Mexico would be less than 
3,000 annually. 
IMMIGRATIO~ RESTRICTIO~ DOES NOT SIGNIFY RACIAL PREJUDICE OR HATE 

I do not advocate a policy of rigid immigration restriction 
b~cause I entertain in my heart any ele:q1ent of, racial prejudice 
or hate again::,--1: any nation of people in the world. I certainly 
entertain no ·ill feeling toward the Mexican people _or the 
:Mexican GoV"ernment. I am anxious to see e\ery nation, kin
dred, and tongue to earth's remotest bounds climb the ladder of 
success and improve their standards of living, health, and moral 
wel(are. I would like to see ill feeling and distrust and sec
tiorw.l animosities vanish from the face of the earth. Such a 
consummation is the Utopia to which we all would look with 
fu~~~~ . 

t would like to see the United States of America play the 
largest possible part toward the achievement of a better feeling 
and a more perfect understanding among the nations, but we 
do not have to saCI.i.fice any of our national aspirations and 
desires in order to play this useful part in the world's affairs. 
In fact, the more we would allow our cherished institutions, 
builded and established by our for-hears, to be undermined 
and destroyed by an inundation of immigrant masses, either 
hostile to those institutions or unable to understand them, 
the less we would be able to contribute to the onward march of 
humanity. , 

The very best service we can render to the world, and the 
largest contribution we can possibly make to the sum and total 
of h1Jman happiness is to keep our country a land of improv
ing. standards of Ji·dng, of cleaner moral perceptions, of more 
robust physical and mental llealth, nnd of finer ideals of gov
et•nment. 'Ve can not do this if we are careless and indifferent 
about the elements which make up our composite citizensJ;liP: 
There are two outstanding considerations which make restric
tion of immigration im11€ratiye. 'l"here may be other reasons, 
but these two impress me most. 'rhey are : 

First. Protection of American standards of living for Ameri
can labor against the demoralization which would result from 
unrestricted immigration. 

Second. Protection of American Government and American 
institutions against the imperfect and distorted ideas of those 
who have never been trained to self-government and who have 
but little understanding of its true meaning and significance. 

These reasons not only satisfy me as to the correctness of 
my support in favor of this Box bill, but they go further than 
that; they make it my imperative duty to vote for it if I get 
the opportunity. 

Mr. HARDY Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 

resumed the chair, Mr. ::MIOHENER, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole H.ouse on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
10635) making appropriations for the Treasury and Post Office 
Deprutmeuts for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and for 
other pm·poses, and had come to no t·esolution thereon. 

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS 

~·he SPEAKER Gentlewomen and gentlemen of the House, ' 
it ·is my .pleaslil'e to announce the presence in the diplomatic 
gallery of his excellency the French ambassador. [Applause.] 
Accompanying him are Lieut. Commander Joseph Lebrix and 
Lieut. Diendonne Costes [applause], who have just completed 
their epoch-making flight of more than 23,000 miles from Palis 
to Washington. [Applause.] Their presence here is another 
evidence of that friendship, strong and imperishable, which ex
ists between our tw() groot countries; [Applause.] 

Mr. Ambassador and gentlemen, on behalf of the Hou. e of 
Representatives of the United States, I bid you a warm and 
affectionate welcome. [Applause.] 

TREASURY AND POST OFFICE DEPARTMENTS .APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the committee re
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10635) making appropriations for the Treasury and Post Office 
Departments for the :fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and fo1·· 
other purpose . 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee 

of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
con&ideration of the bill H. R. 10635, with Mr. MicHENER in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in tbe Committee of the 
Whole Honse on the state of the Union for the further consid
eration of the bill H. R. 10635, which the Clerk will report 
by title. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
1\Ir. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Chairman, just before the com

mittee rose in honor of our clistinguished guests, Lieut. Com
mander Joseph Lebrix and Lieut. Dieudonne Costes, trans
Atlantic flyers, I said that in our desire as a nation to pro
mote good feeling and better understanding among other 
nations of the world it is not necessary to sacrifice in any 
degree our right to deal with immigration and other domestic 
problems of that nature in whatever way we see proper. 

Mr. GREEN of Florida. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\11.·. BLACK of Texas. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. GREEN of Florida. The quota law applies to Great 

Blitain, France, and the other great nations of the world alike, 
but the Central and South American countries and 1\lexico and 
the islands may dump their people-white, Indian, and black
on our shores without any restrictions as to quota whatsoe~er, 
and more than 1,000 of the negroes, mo. tly from these island~, 
were sent here witllout any restriction last year. 

M1·. BLACK of 'l'exas. I will say to tile gentleman that it 
is cori"ect that tbe nations which he has enumerated a.t the 
present time are not under any quota restrictions at all, and 
the provisions of the Box bill would repeal that provision of 
the pt·esent immigration law, wllich exempts them from quota 
restrictions, and would place all of the nations enumerated by 
the gentleman from Flortdn under the same quota restrictions 
as are the European nation . 

Mr. GARBER. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. BLACK of Texas. I yleld to the gentleman. 
Mr. GARBER. 1 am -very much in sympathy with the re

marks of tl1e disting·uished gentleman from Texas. It is a 
great need that has long been recognized; in fact it was recog
nized at the time of the passage of the immigration bill that 
our .~a.ck doo1· w~s left o~n for iJHiiscriminat~. immigration. 
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Does the Box bill set up the necessary machinery to enforce 
the quotas provided for under its . provisions? 

1\Ir. BLACK of Texas. Yes; it undoubtedly does that; in 
f act, I will call the attention of my friend from Oklahoma to 
the tact that the purpose of the Box bill is to repeal outright 
that subdhision of the law which now permits them to come in 
without quota restrictions. 

1\lr. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. I yield to my colleague from Texas. 

·.Mr. HUDSPETH. I have not read the Box bill as intro
duced at this session, but does it apply the quota restriction also 
to Canada? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. I will say to the gentleman it 
repeals the entire subdivision to which I have just referred, and 
that subdivision does include the Dominion of Canada. In 
fact, I will say to my friend from Texas, the purpose of the 
Box bill is to place all immigrants upon the same quota basis ; 
and let me say further I think it is a thoroughly sound idea. 
It is one within the rights of the American people to enact, and 
for reasons I will undertalce to show briefly it is one that we 
ought to enact. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. I did not hear the opening part of my 
colleague's statement, but I understand the gentleman stated 
that so many thousand came into the United States each year. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. There were about 66,000 of these 
immigrants last year from Mexico. 

1\fr. HUDSPETH. Can my colleague from Texas state, if he 
has the information, how many of these Mexicans returned to 
Mexico? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I do not .have those figures, but I will 
be pleased to endeavor to get them from the Department of 
Labor and put them in th~ RECORD. 

Mr. fffiDSPETII. I would like to have the figures on that. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 'l'exns 

has expired. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. May I have five minutes more iu 

order to complete my statement? 
Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman five min

utes more. I will yield the gentleman more time if he desires it. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. I thanl< the gentleman. -Does -my 

colleagu~ desire me to yield to him any further? 
Mr. HUDSPETH. I do not want to take up my colleague's 

time unless it is entirely agreeable to him; but I have more 
questions I would like to propound. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I will be very pleased to yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. These Mexicans who come into the United 
States come in for the -purpose of ·picking cotton along the Rio 
Grande and working on the ranches. They are used for season
able labor when no other kind can be supplied in most instances. 
Now, can my colleague tell me how many of these Mexicans 
have ever been accused of crimes or indicted for crimes? I 
would like to have this information if my friend from Texas 
has it available. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I wish my colleague to understand 
that I am not making any assault upon the Mexican people. I 
intend to try .to show briefly that it would be a social mistake 
as well as an economic mistake to fill up this country with 
several million Mexican population ; but in order to do that, I 
do not have to make any attack upon the Mexican people, and 
I have not made any, and I do not intend to make any. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. I did not so understand; but I will f<tate 
to my colleague if they are coming in and going back, being 
used simply as seasonal labor, then where is the harm in that 
to the American people, or where is the economical or social 
mistake? I do not know of many, if any, American laborers 
they displace on the farms or ranches in my district. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. If the gentleman's premise was 
correct--

Mr. HUDSPETH. I think I will show the gentleman in time 
that it is correct. At least, I will try to do so. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. The gentleman will have his oppor
tunity to do that. I do not think the gentleman is correct. 
Many of them come over here and never go back. 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. I yield to the gentleman. 
1\fr. ALLGOOD. The Box bill, as I understand, removes all 

quota discrimination? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes; it does, indeed, and places all 

upon a quota basis. 
Mr. ALLGOOD. It places all countries upon the same basis, 

which is fair. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, may I proceed further with the thought 

I was developing at the time I was interrupted,_ arid, of course. 

I take no exception at all to the interruptions. I like to par
ticipate in discussions with my colleagues, whether they ag1·ee 
with me or not. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. MADDEN. I received a circular letter from the West 

Texas Agricultural Chamber of Commerce a day or two ago 
in which they set out the needs for more freedom of admission 
across the Mexican border in order that the farm units of west 
Texas might be better able to cultivate the soil. What merit 
is there in that? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I will say there is about the same 
merit in that argument as has been made by all the employers 
of labor who seek to break down the immigration restrictions 
and allow into the United States an inilu:x of cheap labor. 

The CHAIRl\fAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has 
again expired. 

Mr. BYRNS. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 
Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. I want to say that I voted 

for the immigration bill, but I would like to see bow far we are 
going. Would the provision in the Box bill that the gentle
man speaks of be applicable to restricting the immigration of 
Indians from Mexico and Guatemala? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes; the llox bill, as I have stated in 
my remarks, seeks to repeal that provision of the immigration 
law which permits certain nations of the Western Hemisphere, 
including, of course, Mexico anu Guatemala, to come into the 
United States without quota restrictions. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Does that not iook rather 
extraordinary to provide restrictions against the race that was 
already in America when we, the white people, came here? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. The people to whom the gentleman 
refers were not aborigines of the United States. Let me say 
to my friend from Louisiana, w·hom I esteem very highly, does 
he not recognize the serious problem involved, both from the 
standpoint of racial stock and the standpoint of social and 
economic reasons-does not he recognize the seriousness of the 
situation of allowing a large influx of Mexican immigrants such· 
as is now coming in? Would it not be better to apply the 
same quota restrictions to the nations of the Western Hemi
sphere, including Mexico, as we apply to European countries? . 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. As I stated, I voted for the 
immigration law, but in all fairness it is extraordinary for the 
people who came to America as an extension of European stock 
to divest the people who originally owned the country, and at 
this .time make them prisoners in the land of their ancestors . . 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. The sentiment which the gentleman 
from Louisiana seeks to invoke does not exist, because such 
would not be the effect of the Box bill. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. I will. 
Mr. HUDSPETH. I do nqt like to take up the time of my 

colleague, but if I understand from his support of the Box bill 
he is afraid that if the Mexicans are brought in here they wiU 
have a tendency to lower the standards of American institutions 
in this COUll hJT '? . 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I said that it would inevitably lower 
the standard of living. · 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Does not the gentleman know that we 
have Mexicans born in this country? Many of them fought 
under the Stars and Stripes in the World War. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. We have a large voting population, 
I understand, of Mexicans in some of the counties along the Rio 
Grande. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. In my city of El Paso, according to the 
last estim~te I saw, there are about one-third of them Mexi
cans. There are about 16,000 voters, and as I remember ·now 
about 2,000, or probably a few more, voted in our lust primary. 
I think a great part of this number were born in the United 
States. Some Mexicans were here before the Battle of San 
Jacinto. Some fought under General Houston against the 
tyrant Santa Anna-and the first Vice President of the Re
public ·of Texas was a patriotic Mexican-Texon-Antonio De 
Zavolla. · 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I am not going to permit the gentle
man to put me in the attitude of making any attack on the · 
Mexican people. I expressly disclaim any desire to make any 
attack on the Mexican people. I have no feeling against the 
Mexican Government, but I do say that I earnestly believe 
that both from social and economical standpoints there is every 
reason that we should apply the quota law to Mexico the same 
as to other countries. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 
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Mr. STEVENSON. Apropos of Mexicans being in Texas 

whE>n independence was acquired, were not the English and 
Scotch here when we acquired our liberty, and do not the re-
strictions against them ap.ply to-d3;y? · 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. They certainly do ; the quota applies 
to people over the seas from whom we sprung. 

My colleague, Mr. HUDSPETH, has asked me some questions 
an(l I shall a k him some. Does he think there is any less rea
son for . applying the quota restrictions to the Mexican immi
grants than there is for applying them to immigration from 
England or Scotland or Wales or Ireland? 

Mr. HUDSPETH: For this reason: I have always under
stood that the quota has not been applied to our neighbors on 
the north or south. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Oh, will tb.e gentleman answer that 
question? 

Mr. HUDSPETH. I am trying to answer it if the gentleman 
will restrain himself. I have understood that it has never 
hereto been applied to the countries bordering on the United 
States, and from the ones that come into my district-and I 
think most of them return in a few months-! can see no great 
reason for applying it to either Canada or Mexico. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. It has not been, but we hope to do 
Jt by the Box bill. 

Mr. HUDSPE'l'H. The English when they come here, come 
here to remain permanently, as I understand. If we can not 
get any other class of laborers than Mexicans to pick our cot
ton and work on our ranches, what are we going to do? 
Abandon our farms and our ranches, I will ask my friend from 
Texas? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has again expired. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I do not admit that the situation is 
so deplorable as the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes more to the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA.. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Three or four years ago I introduced a 

resolution to bring out the facts as to the number of Mexicans 
that were brought in seasona1ly. I found them as far north 
as the beet-sugar fields of Michigan. It was then suggested 
that that labor was not available in Texas, and my resolution 
n~.:u~ained in the committee. Is it because that labor. is not' 
available in Texas, or is it because they desire to keep wages 
d~n? ·' 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. My own view is, and I will be very 
frank about it, that taking Texas as a whole, excluding perhaps 
some isolated localities, there is an ample supply of labor in 
'l'exas for all reasonable purposes. In fact, I think there is 
quite a good deal of unemployment in some sections. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. 1\fr. Chairman, "?>ill the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. GARNER of Texas. If I understood the gentleman's 

po ·iti()n in su_pport cf the Box: bill, it is that by permitting 
Mexicans to come into this country it will lower the standard 
of liYlng? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 
;Mr. GARNER of Texas. And would that apply to Centra! 

all:(] South America? 
M1·. BLACK of Texas. It would. _ 
Mt·. GARNER of Texas. Would the gentleman apply the 

quota to all those countries? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Certainly, and the Box bill under

takes to do it. 
Mr. GARNER of Texas. Would the gentleman apply it to 

Canada? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. The Box bill does that. The 

purpose of the Box bill is to wipe out all the exceptions from 
the quota provisions, and I am earnestly in favor of doing it. 

Mr. GAR~~R of Texas. And if they amend that bill so as to 
apply the quota to Mexico alone, would the gentleman support 
the bill? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Certainly; but I do not think that is 
the way it ·ought to be done. I do not know of any good reason 
why we should exempt any nation from the quota provisions. I 
go further and say that it is thoroughly within the rights of the 
American people to properly restrict immigration. .No. nation 
has a right to consider it an unfriendly act on our part, but they 
will have a right to so consider it if we continue to .discriminate. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. That is what I wanted to call the 
gentleman's attention to. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I am not in favor of any discri~na
tion. I stand ready to go before the Committee on Immigra
tion, and I intend to go before it and advocate tbe passage 

of the Box bill Jn exactly the form in which it is now drawn. 
and that is to apply the quota restrictions to all nations alike. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I asked the gentleman n question a 
moment ago, and he an wered it in one way, that if we apply 
the quota to Mexico, be woul<l apply it to all of tlle other coun
tries, but if tlle bill should be runended either in the committee 
or on the floor so as to apply the quota only to Mexico, does 
the gentleman think that that would be treating the Mexicans 
ri.,.ht? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I do not think really that the gentle
man has a right to ask me what I would do in a supposititious 
ca e, and yet I do not mind answering him. I shall support 
the bill even though it is amended iu the respect the gentle
man states. I would prefer, however, that it be not so amended. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA.. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
fur(:her? 

Mr. BLAOK of Texas. Yes. 
. Mr. LAGUARDIA.. Is not the reply to the inquiry made 
by the gentleman from Texas [l\Ir. GARNER.], with the exception 
of one or two points on the Canadian border, Canada does not 
pre ent any such labor problem as Mexico does. 

Ar. BLACK of Texas. That is true. I do not think that we 
hn.Ye much immigration from the Dominion of Canada. I <lo 
not think that they would object· to being included under tlle 
same quota provision as their mother country, England. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
further? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. HUDSPETH. I voted for the immigration bill. If it 

hould be shown that most of the immigrants, or a large 
majority of them, come over here only ·for seasonal labor and 
return to Mexico after a stay of two or three months, would the 
gentleman still be in favor of applying the quota? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. The gentleman is suppo ing again. 
Mr. HUDSPETH. I say if it should be so? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. I decline to be led into a discussion 

of a supposititious case. 
Mr. HUDSPETH. Probably this can be shown. I feel sure 

it i the case largely in my district. _ -
Mr. BLACK of Texa . I do not think the gentleman can. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex-t 

pi.red. 
Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes more to 

the gentleman. · 
M1·. COOPER of Wi cousin. Mr. Chairman, if the gentle" 

man will yield, I would like to ask him a question. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. I yield. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have listened to the question

ing of the gentleman by his colleagues from Texas and els~ 
where. One of them, I think, was strongly in favor of a tartit 
on cattle and one of a tariff on hides, but from his questioning 
I infer that be now wants fre-e trade in labor. (Laughter.] 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I think that is a correct interpreta
tion of the gentleman's attitude. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 
a question there? 

Mr. MADDEN. It is a most interesting statelllent, coming 
from the gentleman. I think the gentleman should interest him
self in watching the p"ychology of the situation, where in Con
gress the1·e is a demand for a further restriction of immigration 
and at the same time a demand for the greatest freedom i.n ; 
immigration. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. In answer to the gentleman from Wiscon
sin I will ay that t11ere is a tariff on Mexicans coming in now 
of $8 a head, and bes::ides there is a " literacy test " applied to all 
Mexicans coming into the United States, and they must be com
pelled to come in legally through regular po1·ts of entry. 

Mr. GREEN of Florida. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. GREEN of Florida. Regardless of what may apply to 

Mexico and Canada, I would like my colleagues to remember 
that it is permitting those West India islands to dump their' 
negroes into Florida, and we are tired of it. Of course, some 
of their citizens are splendid white people. 

Mr. BLACK of Texa . Mr. Chairman, that is all I have to 
say except to reiterate that I am a supporter of the Box bill 
and will go before the gou e Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization and do what I can to get a favorable report on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the. gentleman from Texas 
has again expired. 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the. gen
tleman from Georgia [Mr. LANKFORD]. 

'l'he. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia is r~g
nized for 20 minutes. 
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Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com

·mi'ttee, in my time I wish to read from the Washington Post, 
of recent date, an editorial, as follows: 

THE LANKFORD BILL 

When the House Committee on Agriculture gets time it may consider 
the bill which Mr. LANKFORD, of Georgia, introduced early in December, 
and which has thus far languished in the files of the · committee without 
showing signs of life. The Lankford bill proposes to give into the 
hands of the Secretary of Agriculture $1,000,000 with which to " ex
periment in the organization of producers' clubs and consumers' clubs, 
the sale of food and food products from producers' clubs and others to 
consumers' clubs and others." 

It would go further still and authorize the Secretary to experiment 
with the "establishment of eating centers, owned and operated by farm 
organizations or clubs, for the purpose of advertising and extending the 
sale of farm pl·oducts and for the purpose of profit." But that is not 
all. The Lankford bill would give the overworked Secretary of Agri
culture the right and power to demonstrate to the public generally the 
real value of pure food, directly from the farm, "carefully prepared." 

The department for several years past has been ready with astro
nomical formulas for figuring the future price of hogs, and has just 
issued a leaflet in which the farm boy may learn how to erect a rabbit 
hutch (Leaflet No. 15-L). The housewife has only to send a postal 
card to obtain an interesting bulletin which will tell her how to make 
her aprons and undergarments. The department also tells per how to 
get her shoes repaired before the heels "turn over." It is possible 
that, having issued so many aids to life, the thousands of employees 
over on the Mall and in the rented buildings outside are pining for new 
worlds t.o conquer. The opportunity will be presented when Congress 
adds the million provided in the Lankford bill. With that money an 
enterprising bureau can lay the foundation for demanding additional 
millions for the installation and upkeep of eaters' clubs. 

Mr. Chairman, my faith in my bill is now doubly confirmed. 
The hit dog always barks. The Washington Post, the cham
pion of the unnecessary profiteering middlemen, whom I am 
seeking to eliminate, is expected to bowL 

The Government gives fabulous sums to Italy and other for
eign nations, donates either directly or indirectly untold mil
lions to railroads, manufacturers, international bankers, and 
others, and with a lavish hand experiments in almost every
thing under the sun except the selling of food and food products 
directly from the producer to the consumer. Of course, I am 
heart and soul in favor of my bill and shall argue for and urge 
its passage at every opportunity. I shall endeavor to argue it at 
length and in details in the next few days. 

The Posftditor is evidently very much against legislation 
for the procnicer and consumer. He thinks the big speculator 
owns the Nation and the fullness thereof. He objects to bul
letins which cost much less than 1 cent each being issued to tell 
folks how to make a pair of shoes last a little longer, and yet 
favors laws that helps the manufacturers of shoes and others 
to rob the owner of that pair of shoes of thousands of dollars 
by a series of petty larcenies committed almost every day and 
every time the poor fellow buys any article of food or clothing. 
The editor sees great loss to the Government in the printing of 
a few farmers' bulletins which may prove helpful to the farmer, 
and yet the editor evidently approves as an act of the highest 
patriotism the stealing of millions and millions of dollars' worth 
of oil leases from the people of the Nation by Doheny, Sinclair, 
and Fall, with the aid and connivance of the president and 
owner of the editor's paper. 

My bill seeks to help all who produce and all who eat-and 
that includes all of us. I would like to see an experiment sta
tion in the big cities where people could buy raw and cooked 
food directly from the farm. We would find just how cheaply 
the best food in the world can be placed on the hungry con
sumer's table. The farmer would get much more for his 
product. The consumer would get much fresher and better food 
for less money. All would be benefited except the unnecessary 
profiteer, and he would be justly eliminated. Let us pass this 
bill and also my bill to create the farmers' finance corporation 
to assure the farmer a fair· average price for basic agricultural 
products such as cotton and tobacco, and the farm problem will 
disappear like morning mist before the sun. I have also in
troduced a bill providing for an extension of the parcel-post 
system so as to help the farmer deliver his food products 
directly from the farm to the consumers hundreds and thousands 
of miles away. There is no need for middlemen in the handling 
of food from the producer to the consumer. Let us put the 
fresh products of the farm on the table of the consumer each 
morning thousands of miles away just like the newspapers are 
ready for their readers, hundreds and thousands of miles away, 
every day. 

Let us not be discouraged if we fail temporarily. Out of all 
this effort and fight should come-! hope very soon-a proper 

solution of the farmers' problems. The apparent failure and 
" wild Utopian dream " of to-day will be the success of to
morrow. Good comes out of every sincere effort in· behalf of 
the right. Lowell wrote: 

Truth forever on the scaffold, wrong forever on the throne. 
Yet that scaffold sways the future, and, behind the dim unknown, 
Standeth God within the shadow, keeping watch above His own. 

Justice rules. Progress never stops. The farmers some day 
will come into their own. May God speed the hour. [Applause.] 

M:r. Chairman, I yield back any time I may not have used. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has consumed 8 minutes 

and yields back 12 minutes. 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the gen

tleman from New York [Mr. CROWTHER]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog

nized for 30 minutes. 
Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com

mittee, all real Americans are proud of the high standard of 
living conditions enjoyed by the folks who toil on the farms 
and in the great industrial plants of this country. 

Steady employment at good wages means more and better 
food, better clothing, better homes, more of them owned instead 
of rented, more opportunity for the children's education and 
advancement, a savings account for the proverbial "rainy day," 
and a chance to get acquainted with a few of the world's 
luxuries rather than to grind out an existence with bare neces
sities as the only reward for service. 

The protective tariff policy, a fundamental of Republican 
faith, has been instrumental in the betterment of.J,lving condi
tions of our American workmen to a degree tha~as excited 
the wonder of the world. Never before in the country's history 
has there been such a concerted effort to break down this tariff 
policy. The most insistent demand comes from the international 
bankers who, having loaned yast sums abroad, are vastly more 
concerned regarding indush·ial success in Europe than they are 
for the welfare of American workmen aud their families. Like 
Shylock, these bankers cry out and demand their pound of flesh ; 
and if in the taking the lifeblood of American industry is 
drained to the last m·op, it w.ill be to them but a mere incident. 
The attitude of the international bankers has brought great joy 
to the Democratic camp, and they welcome this new convert to 
the free trade, alias "tariff for revenue" faith. Mr. Importer, 
from his retreat furnished gorgeously in orientals, shouts a loud 
"Amen, brother," and joins lustily in the chorus of the Demo
cratic hymn : 

[Laughter.] 

Down with the tarifl', 
It's nothing but a tax; 

If argument is futile, 
Then let's take an aL 

Ur. BANKHEAD. 1\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there? 

1\Ir. CROWTHER. Yes. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. What has the gentleman to say as to 

the attitude of some 14 Republicans from the Western States? 
Mr. CROWTIIER. "\-Vell, I do not recognize them as Re

publicans as I know men of Republican faith and traditions. · 
They are temporarily, at least, off the reservation. 

Here we have an example of the much-discussed " compan
ionate mal'fiage," the Democratic Party and the intex·national 
bankers being the high contracting parties, while the importers 
give away the bride, and holding themselves in prayerful 
attitude say, "Bless you my children, bless you." 

Many of our key industries are lagging as n result of foreign 
competition, and on the list we find manufacturers of rugs; 
glassware and plate glass, pottery, bricks, cement, shingles, 
monumental stone, fabric gloves, Yeneers and plywood, calf 
leather, and cotton and woolen textiles. Of those mentioned, 
bricks, cement, shingles, and calf leather and monumental 
stone are on the free list, and no opportunity of relief is offered 
through the flexible clause of the present tariff act. 

In fact, as I wrote to one of my friends who was actively 
interested in one of these great industries, it did not look to 
me as being possible for us to have any tariff legislation at 
this time. Any attempt to revise schedules would unsettle 
the business of the country; manufacturers would be in a 
quandary as to production ; merchants would adopt the hand-to
mouth policy in buying ; nnd a general depression of business 
would result. The producers who, unfortunately, are on the 
free list are in the position of the boy who was affiicted with 
a violent toothache. He lived 20 miles from a dentist, and all 
the comfort his friends could give was to sas to him, "You 
will have to grin and bear it." 'l'hese people will have to 
grin and bear it w1til such time as we have opportunity under 
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the right conditions to revise the tariif. The bo~s answer, 
however, was that "lie would bear it, ·but he'd be du·ncd if 
he'd grin." The manufacturers whose products are on the 
free list will probably feel that same way. 

The recent discussion in the United States Senate on the 
McMaster resolution for reduction of tariff ·duties brought out 
the fact that the Democratic Members, together wi~ a few so
called Republicans, were anxious to revise the tariff rates but 
wanted them revised downward. · 

The fact of the matter is that the Fordney-McCumber bill 
was written at a period when industrial activity in Europe was 
paralyzed and foreign currency so depreciated in value that 
invoice prices meant almost nothing in dollars. During the 
nearly six years that have elapsed since the passage of the bill, 
industrial conditions have changed materially and there has 
been a gradual ~nc~ease of foreign merchandise to our ports. 
+he tariff bill that its opponents stated would stifle European 
trade and prevent foreign countri~ from doing business with 
the United States has b~n the greatest revenue producer we 
have ever had, over $600,000,000 having been paid at the custom
houses in 1926. So that instead of revision downward, the 
rates on many commodities should be raised, and a g~·eat many 
articles now on the f!ee list should be p1·otected by a re~on.able 
rate of duty. 

The knitted outerwear manufacturers have the highest pro
tection under the present wool schedule and yet it is insuffi
cient. In spite of this apparently high tariff ou their goods, 
the import figures supplied by the Government show that in 
1926, under present rates, compared with 1922, the last year of 
the Unde~d bill, the imports of wool knitted underwear 
bave increased ove1: 360 per cent; imports of woolen knitted 
gloves, 200 per cent; imports of silk knitted outerwear, 139 per 
ce-nt; imports of cotton knitted fabrics increased 1,600 per 
cent; and imports of cotton knitted gloves increased over 900 
per cent. · · 

Tbe United States woolen and cotton knit-glove production 
for 1921 amounted to $21,308,700 ~nd shrank in 1925 to $8,339,-
612. The ~bove figures I have taken f1~om you~ association's 
National Bulletin qf July, 1927. 
· : Tn four leading department st<fres in Washington I found 
that the fabric gloves with embroidery on backs and cuffs · all 
had tags attached to each pair marked " Made in Germany " 
and "Made in Saxony," and the retail price has been increased 
to nearly double as compared with the prices in 1921. 

During the period from 19?.2 to 1926 imports of cotton gloves 
(knitteft) increased from $645,365 to $6,534,515, and the fabric
giove industry has been destroyed in this country as a I'esult of 
fnsu:fficient protection. 

The advantages of the European producers may be listed as 
follows: Low l,a.bor costs, low material costs, and extra hours of 
labor which are provided for in many cases by special agreement 
between industl'ial associations and the government. In Italy 
where' labor is presumed to account for 50 per cent of production 
costs, women up to 17 years of age receive a daily wage of lire 
9.9, or about 50 cents; women over 17 years, 19 lire, or about 95 
cents; males up to 17 years, 13 lire, or about 65 cents; males 
over 17 years, 34 lire, or about $1.70. 
· These· figures include amounts that were described by your 
President as living bonuses. 

In Switzerland the wages paid to beginners u·e as follows: 
: Men, from 16 to 18 cents per hour. 

Boys, 15 to 16 years of age, 10 to 12 cents per hour. 
; Girls, 15 to 16 years of age, 8 to 10 cents per hour. 

· The 48-hour wE:'ek prevails here, but special permission can 
be had to work 52 hours at the regular wage rate. As soon as 
a 'manufacturing concern in Switzerland employs six people the 
State recognizes it as a factory, and it must be registered. This 
enables their associations to keep informed as to new concerns, 
and they endeavor to secm·e them as members, so that they 
are enrolled up to about 97 per cent. 
· Germany is back to normal so far as production is concerned, 

' and is probably the strongest cop..tender facing us to-day in the 
race for industrial supremacy. Skilled male labor receives 16 
cents per hom·, skilled female Jaber 10 cents per hour. Rayon 
prices in Germany run from 70 to 87 cents per pound, according 
to grade, about two-thirds of American costs. Rayon yarns can 
be purch.ased for about one-half of American costs. 

WAGES 

FR.L'IICE 

Males, 11 to 14 ~ ce11ts per hour. 
Females, 10 to 1.2 cents per bour. 
Skilled knitters, 10 per cent higher. 

AUSTRIA 

Skilled labor, $5.07 per week. 
Hand knitters, $3.91 per week. 
Juven.ile workers, $2.26 per week. . 

E'NGLAND 

Average weekly wage, $8.33. 
Average skilled males, $13.43. 
Average sltilled females, $6.92. 

UNITED STATJII!I 

Unskilled average, $18 to $30. 
Skilled knitters receive $30 to $GO. 

In view of these tremendous differences in production costs it 
is p~ain to. be seen that w~thout a tariff rate that is really pro
teeth-e Ioutted-outerwear rndustry would be hard pressed and 
in parlance of the times " up against it." A reduction i~ the 
present rates would no doubt be a severe blow to the industry 
and result either in a complete cessation of activities or a 
radical cut ~ wages that would mean hardship and misery to 
thousands of their employees. 

The present tariff rate is all that lies between them and the 
utter annihilation of their business. 

There evidently is a necessity for higher rates in other manu
factures of cotton, as the Tariff Commission lists in their 1926 
report the .following applications for surveys since 1922: 
- Nankin ticking, cotton cloth, cotton cloth (fine), cotton shirtings, 
cotton goods, spreads and quilts, woven labels, fabric gloves, hosiery, 
and heavy coat lining. 

The 1927 report will no doubt show a decided increase in 
applications for investigation as to foreign production costs. 
Applications for increased duty are made by the manufacturers 
and the demand for decrease comes from the i.r::lporters. If the 
United States Senate had held to their original agreement with 
the House of Representatives as to the adoption of American 
valuation as a basis for assessment of duties, the delays incideut 
to investigation by the Tariff Commission would have been 
avoided. The bill was prepared by the Ways and Means Com
mittee in the supposition that American valuation would be 
adopted and rates were adjusted to that plan. This labor on 
the part of the committee was all wasted and tlle importers all 
gave three cheers for the Senate. 

The flexible clause was a sop to the supporters of American 
valuation, and while it has been of some value in several in
stances, it is a 4oubtful constitutional · procedure to tmnsfer 
the I'ate-making power from the Cong~·ess to the ~ esident, no 
matter who he may be or of what political faith. 

POTTERY 

I am informed on reliable authority that if all the pottery 
kilns were being run at capacity they could only supply 75 
per cent of the pottery requirements of the country. To-day 
they are running at less than 50 per cent capacity and importa-
tions of foreign pottery are increasing steadily. · 

The pottery manufacturers, as well as the manufacturers of 
other commodities, will be compelled to ask that section 315 (b) 
be applied to their cases, which permits an ad valorem duty 
to be based and assessed upon the American selling price. This 
procedure is an absolute necessity in many cases where the flat 
raise of 50 per cent of present duty would be of no value. 

The fabric-glove industry was developed in this country as a 
war industry. They were unable to import the fabric gloves 
dm·ing the war, and the use of these knit gloves by the women 
of the country to take the place of kid gloves became universal 
during that period. The fabric gloves were made at the behest 
of the great department stores of this country, who came to 
the manufacturers and asked them if they could not produce 
something that would be a commercial success in that line. 
They did so. Yet when they came here to ask for a protective 
mte, they were denied, and the result is that the fabric-glove 
industry has been destroyed in this country. These great de
partment stores are anxious that industrial employees leave a 
goodly portion of their pay check with them every week, but 
they are arrayed in battle formation against their employers 
when they seek tariff rates that will enable them to meet 
foreign competition. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield there? 

1\II'. CRO,VTHER. Certainly. 
Mr. GARNER of Texas. Did they not apply to the Tariff 

Commission for an increase of duty? 
Mr. CROWTHER. Yes. That was denied them. 
Mr. GARNER of Texas. How do you account for it, unde~ 

your statement, that they would not give them relief? 
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Mr. CRo~rTHER. I can not account for it. This is one 

instance at least where the flexible clause did not work to the 
advantage of the American manufacturers. The statement of 
the President, as I remember it, was that in spite of an ad 
valorem of 75 per cent there had been a constant falling off 
in production in this country. That was a statement of fact, 
but, to my way of thinking, was a logical reason for allowing 
the increase of 50 per cent provided by the flexible clause 
ratller than an argument for denying it. · 

I am not so much concerned about foreign production costs. 
I really do not think we need them and if I could have my 
way about it I would do away with necessity of asc·ertaining 
them. Allow me to present a practical case. If the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. HERSEY] is a manufacturer in his State 
and I am an importer in a neighboring city importing the same 
kind of goods he manufactures, be is not at all concerned about 
production costs at the factory in Germany or France. What 
be is really concerned about is the price at which I can buy 
that · article laid down on the American dock with freight, 
insurance, and packing paid. That iS what interests him and 
nothing else. I do not think it is necessary for us to go 
snooping into the offices of business concerns in foreign coun
tries, as we do under our present Tariff Commission act, and 
endeavor to examine their books and records for the purpose 
of determining their production costs. I do not think that if 
any of you gentlemen had a business and agents of the Gov
ernment from France, Italy, or Germany came to your office 
Monday morning and said, " We are here to go through your 
books for the purpose of ascertaining your production costs 
in this plant," that they would get a very warm reception. 
They might get a courteous reception, but it would not be 
overwarm or overenthusiastic, and you would probably get rid 
of them as quickly as you could, and I do not think you would 
grant their request. 

Here is what Great Britain did when thev wrote their safe
guarding of industries clause a number of y~ars ago. You will 
remember that the Englishman is very loath to use the word 
"protection," but he calls it safeguarding of industry. They 
wrote that safeguarding of industlies act during the war period, 
and they have added many hundreds of articles to it since, at 
a 33lh per cent duty. 

I might add, in passing, that Great Britain is gradually 
changing as the years go by and the Cobden theory of free trade 
is becoming gradually dissipated and thrown to the winds. She 
is becoming very strongly and very materially a country where 
they believe in the protection, the safeguarding, as they call it, 
of industry. Here is what they adopted with regard to value: 

Where the rate of a duty of customs imposed by this act on any 
article is a percentage of the value of the article, that value shall be 
taken to be the price which an importer would give for the article, if it 
were delivered, freight and insurance paid, in bond at the port of im· 
portation, and duty shall be paid on that value as fixed by the commis
sioners. 

So England long ago determined to have home valuation. I 
trust we may be able to incorporate such a provision in our next 
tariff bill in connection with ad valorem duties. 

When the House and Senate wrote the Fordney-l\1cCumber 
bill they in a sense declared their fallibility when they agreed 
to the flexible clause, because they knew conditions abroad were 
such that very rapid and important changes were liable to take 
place in the succeeding ·months and years. They used their best 
judgment and it has been helpful in several cases. But here is 
another thing they did. They declared themselves absolutely 
infallible as regards the free list. They said, "That is all 
right; we have made no mistakes there," and so they left to the 
man whose product was on the free list no avenue of relief. , 
There was no door to which he could go and knock and ask for 
help. As I wrote to my friend in the cement business, he must 
grin and bear it until we have an op'portunity to treat him 
fairly by allowing a protective rate on cement. 

It seems to me that the omission of a method of benefiting 
the free list haf! worked a great injustice to the brick, cement, . 
monumental stone, cedar shingle, and calf-leather industries all 
of whom find themselves on the free list. ' 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CROWTHER. Yes. 
Mr. ALLGOOD, Has the gentleman any idea when we will 

have another revision of the tariff? 
1\Ir. CRO"'THER. I will tell the gentleman this: We will 

have a revision of the tariff in about 1929, after we elect a 
Republican President and a Republican House · and Senate. 
Then we will have a revision of the tariff. 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Have we not a Republican President a Re-
publican House and Senate now? ' 

Mr. CROWTHER. No. We have a majority in the House; 
sometimes we have a good majority, but some of them run away 
from us occ'Usionally and vote with you gentlemen on the 
Democratic side, and we surely have not a Republican majority 
in the Senate. 

Mr. BLACK of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. CROWTHER. Yes. 
Mr. BLACK of New York. Does the gentleman consider 

Herbert Hoover a Republican? 
Mr. CROWTHER. Well, I did not intend to bring Mr. 

Hoover's name into this discussion, but Mr. Hoover has declared 
his faith in a protective tariff on more than one occasion. 

Mr. BLACK of New York. The gentleman is my expert on 
the Republican side, and I follow him. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Well, I want to say to the gentleman 
that there has been considerable doubt expressed regarding his 
political faith, but inasmuch as be has occupied a Cabinet 
position for nearly eight years under .two Republican Presidents 
and has served his country in a tremendously creditable manner, 
it seems to me that by this time he should be recognized as a 
Simon Pure. 

Mr. BLACK of New _ York. The gentleman is not infallible 
on that, is he? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Oh, no; and I am approaching presi
dential nominations with an open mind. 

Mr. BA~1JGIEAD. Does the gentleman from New York 
hope to get rid of these 14 Republican Senators in 1928? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Their constituents will have a voice in 
that matter, and I am not certain that the distinguished Mem
bers the gentleman from Alabama refers to will all be candidates 
in 1928. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman believes in representative 
fo1·m of government and believes in the will of the majority 
ruling, as expressed through their elected representatives? 

1\lr. CROWTHER. Oh, yes; but I hope that during the in
tervening petiod between now and election they may give 
prayerful consideration to the facts and awake to a realization 
of their duties as Republicans. 

Mr. BAliiXHEAD. And unless the prayer is effective the 
gentleman wants to stand pat? 

Mr. CROWTHER. One or the other. I am a good deal like 
the Puritans, who said they trusted in God but wanted to keep 
their powder dry. · 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ORO WTHER. I will be glad to yield. 
Mr. ALLGOOD. The gentleman spoke about not getting any 

revision of the tariff ·until 1929, or until the country elected a 
Republican President and a Republican House and Senate; is it 
not a faet.that to-day the Democrats are in favor of a re\'isiou 
of the tanff? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Downward. 
Mr. ALLGOOD. Very well; but we are in favor of a revi

sion of the tariff. 
Mr. CROWTHER. Yes; downward. 
Mr. ALLGOOD. So, does not the gentleman think there will 

1Je a better chance of getting a revision of the tariff by electing 
a Democratic President and a Democratic House aud Senate 
rather than to elect a Republican administration? 

Mr. CROWTHER. I will say to the gentleman it is not al
ways for the good of the country when the Democrats revise 
the tariff or when they w'rite a tariff bill; several such instances 
are on record. 

Mr. ALLGOOD. But the gentleman wants the tariff revised. 
Mr. CROWTHER. Yes; the way Republicans revise it-for 

the protection of the industries of the country. You Democrats 
are now expressing great solicitude for the farmer and de
claring that the tariff is of no benefit to him. When you wrote 
thE' Underwood bill what did you do for the farmer? 

Here is the way you treated the farmers that so many of you 
people ru·e so earnest in your protestations regardinO' the wel
fare of. This list has been printed before, but it c~n not be 
printed too often. I have here the deadly parallel columns and 
they show what h·ifiing consideration you had for the fa~ers 
when you wrote a tariff bill. Het·e is a list of the products: 

Tile tariff le-vy under the Underwood and Fordney A.ct8 

Product Underwood free 
trade, 1913 

Fordney protective 
act, 1922 

Beef and fresh veaL ___________ Free __________________ 3 cents per pound. 
Cattle weighing less than 1,050 _____ do_________________ 1~ cents per pound. 

pounds each. 
Cattle weighing over 1,050 _____ do_________________ 2 cents per pound. 

pounds each. Lamb and mutton __________________ do _________________ Lamb, 4 cents ·per pound; 
mutton, 211 cents per 
pound. 
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.· The tarltl le1:y tm.der tluJ Unde.twood afld: Ford-neg ActB-Continne4 

Product Underwood free 
trade, 1913 

Fordney protective 
aet,l922 

Bacon and ham, lresh, pre- Free __ -------······.:- 2 cents per pound. 
pared, or preserved. 

Meats __ ·------------------------ _____ dO----------------
Cream •• ------- __ -------------- _____ do __________ --···--
Milk .. __ ------ __ -~------------- ---- .do _____ -----------
Eggs _________ ---------- __ ----- ____ do _________ --------
Horses and mnlCS-------------- 10 per oent_ __________ _ 
Earley_- ----------------------- 15 cents per busheL __ _ 
Buckwheat-------------------- Free _________________ _ 
('.()rn ________________________________ do----------------
Oat.s •• ------------------------- ·6 cents per busheL ___ _ 
Rye---------------------------- Free._----------------Wheat______________________ _ ___ do ________________ _ 
.Apples _____________________ 10 cents per busheL __ _ 
Cherries _____ -----_---- ••••• ---- ___ .. do.--- __ . ___ --------
Cider __ ------------------------ 2 cents per gallon _____ _ 
Peaches and pears____________ 10 cents per busheL ••• Butter ________________________ 2~ cents per pound ••• 
Beans, green ___________________ 25 cents per busheL ••• 
B.ea:ns, dried_ __________________ do ____________ _ 
Peas, dried or green____________ 10 cents per busheL __ _ 
Onions ___________________ ~----- 20 cents per busheL ••. 
Potatoes._--------------------- Free.-----------------Hay ____________________________ $2 per ton ____________ _ 

20 per cent. 
20 cents per g11.llon. 
2~ cents per gallon. 
8 cents per dozen. 
$30 per bead. 
20 cents per bushel: 
10 cents J)er hu ndredweigbt 
15 cents per bushel. 

Do. 
Do. 

42 cents per bushel. 
25 cents per bushel. 
$1 per bushel. 
5 cents per gallon. 
25 cents per busheL 
12 cents per pound. 
30 cents per bushel. 
$1.05 per .bushel. 
60 cents per bushel. 
57 cents per bushel. 
30 cents per bushel. 
$4 per ton. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
bas -again exphed. 

Mr. 1\IADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes more to 
the gentleman from New York. 
- · :Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman again yield? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Yes. 
Mr. ALLGOOD. The gentleman is now bringing an accusa

tion against his own party because they will not revise the 
tariff, and I do not see how the gentleman can hold out any 
hope of any revi'i!ion of the tariff through Republican rule in 
this country. 

Mr. CROWTHER. No; I do not bring any accusation against 
my party. I am bringing an accusation against the gentleman's 
pa1·ty when it wrote the Underwood tariff bill. You L'liled to 
do the very thing you are now asking us and hounding us to 
do, when you had the opportunity. 

You had a chance to do something for the farmer, but you did 
not give him any con~ideration. Your leader at that time 
brought in a bill and said, "Here is a bill without an ounce of 
protection." That statement was afterwards modified by some 
of the Members, who said that when they wrote such a bill it 
could not help but result in " incidental " protection. 

Mr. BLACK of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CROWTHER. Yes. 
Ah·. BLACK of New York. But the farmers were not going 

broke during tile Democratic r~aime. 
Mr. CROWTHER. During the Democratic regime nobody 

was broke in this country. [.Applause on the Democratic 
side.] A bloody World War raised a tariff barrier higher 
than Republicans would have constructed, for it was a virtual 
~bargo. ·We were raising billions in Liberty loans, while 
the manhood of European nations were being taken away from 
their firesides in order that they might fight and protect their 
b·omes ·and protect th-eir government~ Then our boys marched 
away to end the conflict. We were supplying the world, as well 
as our own people and our Army with foodstuffs and neces
ities of every character. Tba.t was .an artificial condition that 
bad no bearing at all on the tariff situation. Nobody knows 
what would have happened to the country under the Under
wood-Simmons bill if it had not been for the war. The war 
was your Yery salrntion. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CROWTHER~ Yes. 
Mr. STRONG of Kansas. But after the war was over and 

when the ill effects of the Underwood tariff law commenced to 
have an effect, immediately all agricultural prices went down 
because of the importation of agricultural products; and then 
the farmers did begin to go broke. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Exactly. 
Mr. STRONG of Kansas. We passed an emergency tariff 

law and put a tariff on everything they 1·aised. 
Mr. CROWTHER. Let me say there is really no need of . 

getting unusually excited about the tariff discussion, because, 
gentlemen, it does not make any difference what political 
,party is in power we are going to have a tariff bill just the 
same. [Applause.] The bills may vary somewhat as regards 
the rates and as regards the various commodities on the free 
list, but we are going to have a tariff bill. · 

You have tried your hand at writing one or two, and I think 
you have learned something, p1·obably ; and the change of 
heart which is exhibited here to-day shows that if you wi'ote 
a new one you would have considerably mo1·e consideration 

for -the farmer than you had when you wrote the Underwood 
bill. 

As I have said, there is no need of getting excited about it; , 
but what has concerned me very considerably is this: When 
the committee of Democratic members of the Ways and :Means 
Committee go into executive ses.,ion to write a tariff bill I 
feel like asking them this question: H You are about to enter ' 
u~n a project to which you are unalterably opposed, whicli I 
your great leaders have declared uneonstitutional. Do you still · 
believe this? " ' 

Within the last few years one of them withdrew that state
ment. Your great President Wilson withd1·ew, I believe, the · 
statement th:at it was unconstitutionaL Now that you ru·e 
going to write a tariff bill, let me ask you this question : " You 
are unalterably opposed to the project ; you really belie-re-
some of you, at least-that it is unconstitutional and ()Ught 
not to be done; now, tell me bow you write your duties, by 
what process of analysis or deduction do you oome to con
clusions that allow you to write the rates into your tariff bill?'' 
Do not tell me you do it to produce revenue, because no six 
of your men on this side agree as to bow much revenue ought 
to be produced ; and I shall ask if a duty on rice and goat 
hair is for revenue purposes. I have heard it stated here that 
$300,000,000 seems to be the peak limit, and then I beard an
oth€r Democrat .get up and deny that, and say that be had 
never made such a statement. I think it was the geJ'}tleman 
fl·om Texas [Mr. BLAOK], who now sits before me. So I ask, 
"Dpon what basis do you dTaw these deductions?" 

Mr. llADDElN. What was the peak of $300,000,000? 
Mr. CROWTHER. Many prominent Democrats have thought 

that was about as much as we ought to take in as a matter of 
revenue at the eu:stomhouses. 

Mr. MADDEN. That is more than we e-Yer took in under 
any of their tariff proposals, but we have been taking in ove1• 
$600,000,000 since then. 

Mr. CllOWTHER. Absolutely; and if you belieYe in a tariff 
for revenue you DeimJcrat:s ought to get up and shout three 
times a day for the Fordney-McCumber bill, because it has been 
the greatest revenue producer the country has ever known • 
that is, if you are honest in your contention and belief in ;_ 
tariff bill for revenue. 

Mr. OLDFIELD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CROWTHER. Yes. 
Mr. OLDFIELD. The gentleman has been asking the ques

tion as to how Democrats write tariff bills. Would the gentle
man kindly e-A-plain to the House how Republicans wl'ite them? 

Mr. CROWTHER. If the gentleman will answer my ques
tion, I will answer his. 

Mr. OLDFIELD. Do not these gt'C'at corporations write the 
schedules themselves? 

llr. CROWTHER. No; the gentleman and I had that argu
ment on the floor before. He then promised that be would put 
the proof in the REOORD, and I said I hoped tbe gentleman 
would not forget to place ,the proof in the RE<JORD, and he saicl 
he would not, but-he never has put it in. His me.ID:Oi'Y is so 
poor that we have never seen them. 

:Mr. OLDFIELD. Did not the steel lobyists write the steel 
schedule, did not the woolen people come here and write the 
woolen schedule, did not the cotton people come here and write 
the cotton schedule? I say they did. . 

Mr. CROWTHER. That statement i.<; an insult to the Mem
bers of the Ways and Means Committee. That statement is 
not a statement of fact. Th-e gentleman from Arkansas has no 
~ight to belittle tl1e manhood of a committee of this House like 
the Ways and Means Committee by any such charge as that. 
I say that for the benefit of the Democratic Members as well 
as the Republicans. It may be that a charge of that kind 
would meet approbation in the gentleman's territory, but not 
here. 

Mr. OLDFIELD. Everybody knows that peopl~ who want a 
tariff on goods come here and write tl1e schedules. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Oh, no; the gentleman offered to protiuce 
proof of that and put it in the REcono, but be has never done it. 

Such statements are utter nonsense; when you Demoa:ats 
write a tariff bill you writ~ it, and when the Republicans writ~ 
a tariff bill they w!'ite it. You can not fool the people with 
such bunk as that. You may get away with that kind of a 
.speech in Arkansas, buf it will not meet with a very warm 
reception in any other State in the Union. , .· · 

CALil' LEATHEn 

No.w, we have the calf-leather industry, aud 4{),000,000 po_rmds 
of kip and calf leather came in la.'3t year. The calf-leather 
tanners do not know how much longer they can holU out. This 
product is on the free list. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CROWTHER. Yes. 



1928 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-· HOUSE 2867• 
1 Mr. GREENWOOD. The gentleman from New York thinks 
the tariff needs revision? 

Mr. CROWTHER. I do. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. Are we going to revise it at this ses-

sion? 
l\Ir. CROWTHER. No ; the President has expressed himself 

on seYeral occasions as opposed to revision at this time. -
Mr. GREENWOOD. Can not the Congress do something 

even if the President is against it? 
1\Ir. CROWTHER. I want to say it would be extremely un

wise to touch the tariff at this session, because it would take 
six or seven months to do it. You can go into the smoking 
room and revise the tariff in 10 minutes, you can revise it 
conversationally walking from here to the House Office Build
ing; but it takes the Committee on Ways and Means, the 
Finance Committee of the Senate, and Congress six or seven 
months of hard work after complete hearings and the help of 
the Tariff Commission to draft a tariff bill. · 

1\lr. GREE:l\TWOOD. There are certain glaring rates there 
out of tune with the present situation confessedly. The gen
tlE>man mentions competition. If you can keep out that foreign 
competition by raising the rates and improving the situation 
in America, why do not you do it? 

1\lr. CROWTHER. We can not do it now. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. Take that one schedule. Why not offer 

an amendment to the present law'? 
1\lr. CROWTHER. Because under the rules of the House 

that opens up the whole bill. 
1\Ir. GREENWOOD. Then let us open it up. 
1\Ir. CROWTHER. You can not do it. It can not be done 

under the present circumstances. You gentlemen have good 
political sense. It is your political sense that keeps you prod
ding us continually on this subject. 
· Mr. GREENWOOD. If it is a good thing for America, if 
it needs to be raised, raise it, and if the rates need to be 
lowered, lower them; but let us not close the door, in view of 
the gentleman's argument that the rates need adjustment. 
· l\Ir. CROWTHER. If the gentleman was in the same position 
at this time, he would not open the tariff bill. It is a great 
advantage to be in the minority because you can be like blazes 
for something that you do not really want. [Laughter.] 

1\Ir. GREENWOOD. I say that if I had anything to do with 
it I would open it up, and if it needs raising I would raise the 
duty. 

1\Ir. CROWTHER. That is good Republican doctrine, and I 
hope the gentleman from Indiana will help us when the oppor
tunity presents itself. 

Here is another industry, the cement industry, that got some
bow or other on the free list in 1922. A man 40 miles from me 
who has $4,000,000 invested in a plant said to me the other 
day that he is faced with a shutdown for the first time in 19 
years. Why? Because cement is coming into America at such 
a tremendously low rate from Belgium, France, !lnd England 
that he can not meet the competition. They have what they 
call chalk beds over there in those countries, where they just 
put those gigantic steam shovels in and take it . out of the side 
of tlle hill and put it into barrels. If you want to go into the 
cement business in the United States, the first most necessary 
possession is a limestone quarry with an inexhaustible supply. 

You have to grind that limestone with tremendously expen
si-ve crushing machinery, and by the time you get that lime
stone down to the same consistency as these people take it out 
with the steam shovel, which costs 5 cents a barrel in that 
country, you have been put to an expense of 29.4 cents a barrel 
in tile United States. They are bringing the cement over to 
the southeastern ports of the country at a freight rate of 10 
ee11ts a barrel. 1.'he rat~ from Glens Falls, N. Y., to New 
England is 54 cents a barrel. The cement producers are on the 
free list, and they have no avenue of escape. 

In five years more than 9,000,000 barrels of foreign cement 
have been brought into this country duty free. Briefly, the 
direct losses to American prosperity can be accounted for as 
follows: 
Domestic labor lost in wages-------------------------- $8, 876, 387 
American railroads lost in business amounting to________ 6, 336, 623 
Coal mines lost sales totaling __________ _,_______________ 1, 741 387 
Textile mills and cotton growers lost business amounting ' 

tO------------------------------------------------ 528,326 
Machine shops and foundries lost sales amounting to_____ 3, 465, 000 
Domestic cement industry lost sales amounting tO--------- 16, 132, 152 

These represent o~ly the major and direct losses. What 
these importations cost the country as a whole in stagnated 
business due to depleted buying power and loss of confidence 
on the part of investors can only be conjectured. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. "Mr. Chairman, will the gentlemaq 
yield? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Yes. 
Mr. GAR.l~ER of Texas. If I understand the gentleman's 

position with reference to the protective tariff, it is that he 
would produce everything in this country that we could pro-
duce and would not import anything that can be produced ·in 
this country? 

Mr. CROWTHER. I should favor such a proposal. 
Mr. TREADWAY. And would not the gentleman prefer that 

to not having any of our industries employed in this country, 
everything being brought in under a Democratic administration, 
at such rates as would paralyze industry? 

1\Ir. CROWTHER. Yes. I think I can agree to both of 
those conclusions without any inconsistency. 1\Ir. Chairman, 
there is another idea that I try to express to the people among 
whom I live and_ everywhere I · go. We talk considerably in 
this country about patriotism and about the making of patriotic 
speeches and the waving of the flag. I think the most loyal and 
patriotic thing that Mr. and Mrs. American Citizen can do is 
when they need either a luxury or a necessity in their home to 
see to it that they buy something with a label on it "1\fade in 
the United States of America," where a decent pay envelope is 
handed out on Saturday night for an honest week's work. 
[Applause on th'e Republican side.] 

I want to read something now that explains my sentiment 
and the issue very clearly. This was written by Thomas Jef
ferson. Some very wonderful Democrats have written ob
serya tion~ in favor o~ the policy of protection and this is . only 
a little different, but It happens that it expresses my sentiment 
in this respect : 

The prohibiting duties we lay on all articles of" foreign manufacture, 
which prudence requires us to establish at home, with the patriotfc 
dEtermination of every good citizen to use no foreign article which can 
be made within ourselves, without regard to difference in price, secures 
us against a relapse into foreign dependency. 

That is 'i.Jrett~ l?ood Republican doctrine, .written by a great 
Democrat; and It Is pretty sound, patriotic American doch"ine. 

Next we have the cedar-shingle industry that you have heard 
so much about. They are also on the free list, and I under
stand there have been 5,000 of their shingles sent here. I 
do not know whether they are to spank the Republicans or the 
Democrats. Anyway, they are here. 

Mr. OLDFIELD. I think they are to spank the Republican 
members of the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

Mr. TREADWAY. And they came two in a bunch. 
1 

Mr. CROWTHER. Yes; to spank both. But there has been 
such dereliction on the part of the Democratic Members on 
several occasions that it warrants more than one spanking. . 

Mr. OLDFIELD. But the gentleman will admit that the 
Democrats have been voting in the committee to open up the 
tariff bill and the Republicans have not. · 

l\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. And looking at the size 'of 
some of the Republicans on the Committee on Ways and Means 
it occnrs to me that it will probably require more than one 
shingle to spank them. 
_ 1\Ir .. CROWT~R. And if the punisllment· was made to fiJ 
the cnme, two shmgles would not be too many when properly 
applied to the Democrats. · · 

Bricks are also on the free list. Common brick imPort<:~ 
have increased from 2,600,000 in 1923 to 114,345 000 in 1926. 
They come in largely from Belgium, and are shipp~d as ballast, 
with no freight charge, only a loading and uploading charge. 
Let me say that great as is the necessity, in many cases I be
lieve it would be political and industrial suicide to attempt to 
revise the tariff at this time. You would up.~t the whole 
business of the country and industi·y would not know " where it 
was at." 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. It is, then, for politicul reasons? 
Mr. CROWTHER. No; not wholly for political reas·ons. It 

would disrupt business, and nobody can predict what the conse-
quences would be. · 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. If you were to undertake to revise 
the tariff at this Congress, you would not be able to get the bill 
you want · 

Mr. CROWTHER. You could not secure its passage in tha 
other body, but I think we could do business with you liberal 
open-minded Democrats and get the bill through the House: 
[Laughter and applause.] You were speaking of the things 
that require spanking. I want to quote here from the Poindex
ter plan of farm relief. It goes on to say : 

As a noted Senator once said,· referring to a distinguished Congt·ess
m.an from Texas in the discussion of the wool schedule of the tariff 
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bill, "tbat the di. tinguished Congressman, 11ltho11gh he was a: Democrat 
and upposed to be against the tariff, has taken pains to secure in the 
Underwood-Simmons tariff bill thorough protection for his Angora goats, 
while he left tbe Rocky Mountain ram to face the wintry blasts of a 
Wyoming winter without protection." 

[Laughter.] 
Now you see there is use occasionally for the shingle, and it 

is not always on one side of the J;Iouse. [Laughter.] 
I call your attention to a page from the magazine called 

"The Farmer," that came to me. I am going to ask permission 
to extend my remarks by inserting this article and some im
portant letters that I ha-ve received from time to time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
Ullanimous consent to extend his remarks, including the articles 
referred to. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CROWTHER. He says in this ~rticle-
We do not produce our surplus. We import it. 

If rou will read it, you will find a great deal of substance 
and truth in the article. It Eays : 

It bas ~n taken for granted ever since the price smash of 1921 
that American fa1·mers were producing the surplus which has depressed 
their markets. They have been exhorted from all quarters to whoa up 
production-by college professors and Congressmen, by newspaper 
writers, bankers, market experts, and wagonloads of miscellaneous 
statisticians. 

In ignoring this advice farmers have again proved their sound judg
ment. For the surplus which has plagued them since the war, which 
pesters them now, and which will continue to make trouble until it is 
taken firmly in hand, does not come chiefly from American farms. 

Most of the fraction too much of soil stuffs which overloads our 
markets and lowers prices is brought into American markets from all 
tlle far corners <lf the earth. 

A few men have seen this all along. One <lf them is Secretary of 
Commerce Herbert Hoover, who has summed up the matter in the 
statement that we are importing farm products which we could pro
duce ourscl;es to the tune of $1,000,000,000 a year. Certain things, 
like coffee, rubber, and probably to some extent sugar, we can not pro
duce and must continue to buy abroad. But these are the smallest part 
of our huge Import total. 

Let's open our minds to the full meaning of this situation. What 
it signifies is that in just the last few yeai's 2,000,000 American farm 
folks have been thrown out of their homes, forc-ed off the land into the 
towns and cities to make a market here in this country for peanut oil 
and low-grade eggs from China, for cocoanut oil from the Philippines, 
('attle hides from Argentina, cheese from Italy and Switzerland, wool 
from Australia, silk from Japan, and flax, fruit, vegetables, rice, nuts, 
and many other products from up and down the wide earth. 

It isn't only that we have imported $1,000,000,000 worth of such 
things which ha>e taken the place of products from our own farms, but 
the competition of these imports in our home markets has lowered the 
price there of every farm product from alfalfa to oranges. It has 
forced us to export heavily to foreign markets, which has cheapened our 
entire farm output. 

Doubtless the total loss thus inflicted on American farmers would 
have kept the families on the land that have been squeezed off, besides 
adding to tb,e prosperity of those who ha>e survived this competition. 

We import, for instance, hundreds _ ot millions of pounds of vegetable 
oils every year. Add our big cheese imports to the portion of these oils 
tbat is made into butter substitutes and it means the displacement of 
about 800,000 cows that might be making a bome market for alfalfa, 
corn, and other feeds. 

Say that this dairy opportunity was saved to American farmers. 
Say also that they were given a part of the sugar-beet market, now 
narrowed by our annual import of 8,000,000 pounds of sugar, along with 
a home demand for the wool clip of 26,000,000 sheep and the egg yield 
of several million hens, both of which products we now buy abroad 
yearly in those amounts. Given these added outlets, farmers in single
crop regions, as in the Wheat Belt, could balance up their business 
pretty profitably. 

Here is a. chance for the politicians who have been preaching farm 
diversification to bring it about. Let Congress shut out the foreign 
competition that prevents farmers from raising more of a great many 
products. 

Vegetable-oil imports replace hog fat as well as butter, cheapening 
}iogs and forcing us to find lower-priced foreign markets for much pork 
production. 

Tomato growers are feeling the pinch of annual imiX>rts fx·om Italy of 
OYer 80,000,000 pounds of canned tomatoes--one-sixth as much as our 
total home output-along with 18,000,000 pounds of Italian tomato 
paste. And other vegetables are also being imported in large and grow
ing quantities. 

If space allowed, the list might be greatly extended. It all points a 
simple way to bring in some real farm relief-provide a tariff tbat will 

shut out these unnecessary Imports, or at least lift the price of tbem 
high enough to gi;e American farmers a competitive chance. 

Let us open our minds to the full meaning of the situation. 
I read: - -

Fully 50 per cent ot the cedar mills now remaining in business are 
in reality bankrupt and 8l'e only continuing because creditors refuse 1 
to _accept them in payment of debts or are struggling on in the hope • 
Congress will soon right the wrongs done to American labor, business, 
odin~~~ • 

:RE\El\'"UE LOSSES 

By reason <Jf the free and unrestricted importation of shingles and 
cedar lumber the United States Go-vernment is annually losing morel 
than $2,000,000, which of a right should be collected as a fair import 
tax as a consideration for the marked privileges British Columbia manu· . 
factUl'ers enjoy in American markets, as well as to equalize production 
conditions between Blitish Columbia. and the United States. 

Canadian manufacturers have just as free access to American markets 
as do Americans, but they pay no American taxes and in no way share 
our go-vernmental expenses, and ru·e theretore even more privileged In 
our own Ame_rican markets than are American manufacturers. It iS 
only fair that fo1·elgn mannfa.cturers who enjoy American markets 
should bear a fair share of governmental expenses incident to the 
maintenance ot such markets. 

A:.\IERICAN COMMERCE LOSSir:S 

It would have been easy for the Tariff Commission to have ascertained 
the approximate losses to American labor and business resulting from 
the f1·ee importation of shingles and cedar lumber to the United States 
and the forcing of American labor into direct and. UDl'estl'icted competi
tion with orientals. The commission could have found that the annual 
importation of shingles and ceda1· lumber amounted to more than 
$12,000,000. It could have shown American labor lost the wages paid 
for the production of such finished products, and that American busi· 
ness lost the increased commerce incident to so Ia1·ge an increased pay 
roll. Annual labor idleness should rightly. have received due notice in 
the report. 

It is conservative to estimate that American labor is annually de
pri>ed of the right to earn an additional $10,000,000 in wa"'es and that 
American business is annually curtailed more than $50,000,000 because 
of the free and unrestricted importation of shingles and cedar lumber 
to American markets, in addition to the deprivations and hardships 
imposed by idleness and unemployment of labor. 

The commission should have pointed out that the existl.ng tariff law 
affords actual and positive protection to oriental labor in British Co· 
lumbia and to a. foreign induBtry, because it operates dil·ectly to forco 
manufacture iu a foreign country, to the detriment of American labor, 
industry, and business. 

lle1·e is a letter that I haTe 1·eceived: 
(Taritf committee: N. C. Jamison, Jamison Lumber & Shingle Co.; 

W. C. Mdiaster, John Mrl\Iastcr Shingle Co.; W. C. Schultheis, 
Seattle Cedar Lumber Co. ; George Bergstrom, C. B. Lumber & Shingle 
Co.; E. C. Miller, E. C. Miller Cedar Lumber Co.; W. A. Morrow~ 
East Hoquiam Shingle Co.; J. Schwarz, Crescent Shingle Co.; 
N. Jerns, Jerns Shingle Co.; D. H. Lowery, Wha.tcom Falls Mill Co.~ 
E. J. Sealey, Fred A. Englanll Lumber Co.; D. H. Carpenter, W. I. 
Carpenter Lumber Co.; Hugh Schafer, Schafer Bros.; A. C. Edwards~ 
committee chairman, Edwards Shingle Co.) 

Hon. FB..L~K CROWTHEB, 

U:~ITED STATES CEDAR INDUSTRY, 

Et,erett, Wash., January 8, 1928. 

Member of Co11gress, Wa.sl!inyt01t, D. C. 
MY DEAR CoNGREss:uA..-.. : Our pr·esent tariff act charges an import 

tax on logs when imported to American cills for manufacture by 
American wo1·kmen, grants tree and unlimlted exportation of American 
logs to foreign countries, and admits free and unrestJ-·icted importatio~ 
of shingles and cedar lumber to all United States markets. 

Canada charges an export tax on logs: rigidly restricts log exporta
tions, and at times completely prohibits shipment of Canadian logs to 
American mills. Canadian sales and impot·t taxes practically bar all 
Ameri<:an shingles and cedar lumber from Canadian markets. 

Such Jaws afford actual United States tariff protection to British 
Columbia shingles and cedar-lumber production; they give the o1·iental 
labor of Canada a legislative preference over American cedar workers; 
tbey operate to afford a practical subsidy to British Columbia prodll;C· 
tion of shingles and cedar lumber ; and just as effectually penalize 
.American Iaoor and industry for attempting to produce cedar products 
on American soil. 

This congressional act has already exterminated more thnn 50 per 
cent of the prolluctive capacit;v of the American red-cedar shingle 
industry. Fll11y 50 per cent of all remaining American cedar mills are 
practically bankrupt and certuin of early failure unless relief is 
promptly granted by Con..,~ess b·om these congressionaUy discriminatory 
conditions. 
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. These extreme conditions ar~ forced on the American eednr industry 

;w<l .Amel'ican labor through an act of Congress. They nre unjust, 
unfair, un-American, and contrary to the pledges and promises ot all 
political parties; they constitute an indisputable wrong of Congress 
against Ame~·ican labor and industry and of a right should ~ speedily 
corrected. 

We are inclosing an Industry statement showing our distressed con
dition. We are beg.,.<>i.ng for correction of this congressional wrong, so 
that our industry may not be further exterminated nor our labor morQ 
completely pauperized, and that American business may not be need
lessly stagnated. Being Americans we are at least entitled to an equal 
chance in the production ot American products for American consump
tion. That is all we ask. 

Yours very truly, 
A. C. EDWARDS, 

Tariff Ootlun-iltee Ohairman. 

Mr. GAIL.~ER of Texas. Will the gentleman yield right 
there? 

1\lr. CROWTHER. Yes. 
Mr. GAR!\TER of Texas. Are you going to say in the coming 

campaign that the McCumber-Fordney tari:tT bill failed to give 
you adequate protection? 

Mr. CROWTHER. No. nut I say that if the rates had been 
as high as they should have been we would have had no trouble. 
But our party and the committee did t11e very best they 
could under the circum tances, and we haye had an unusually 
long petiod of real prosperity. 

l\Ir. GARNER of Texas. It was the fault of your com
mittee? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Oh, no. U the gentleman from Texas had 
come into the committee and loo.ked at some of the rates that 
were uggested, and that would have been truly protective, he 
would haye laughed at them, and said that they were absurd. 
Many indu"tries are suffering becau. e they were put on the free 
li t, and others are suffering because of the retm-n of great 
industrial progress abroad. Let me read thi to you before the 
gentleman from Alabuma interrupts me: 

SAYING IT WITHOUT li'LOWEBS 

Our former ambassador to Germany during the Wilson admini tra
fion, James W. Gerard, speaking as a citizen at large, uses strong 
words in reference to the attitude of Europe toward the United States. 
J:le ~ys: 

"The only way the Dnited States of America can defeat the hatred 
of European nations toward us is to maintain the strongest fleet, Army, 
and air force in the world." 

The e are the .words of a man who earned the confidence of the 
country in most trying times. In a public address lstst week he said, 
" Europe is boiling," and that knowing us to lle economically ri~h, and 
resenting our immigration restdctions, as well as our protective taritf, 
<~ they hate us," as shown by the proposal in the league council to act 
agajnst commerCial supremncy-11 "direct slap '' at the United States.. 

Speaking as a Democrat, MJ.·. Gerard says : 
"Germany is now ready for producing goods on a scale greater than 

any other foreign nation. A high tariff is the only protection the United 
St~ttes luls to offer, for, if it i<> lowered, the big~wage American 
worker will meet tbe direct competition of the low-waged German. As 
a Democrat, I think it impossible to change the present tru·itf." 

There is some degtee of inconsistency in the attitude of many 
of the Democratic brethren who are trong advocates of re
·trictive immigx·ation but are quite willing to let the goods 
manufactured by these peoples com~ in fre~ of duty. 

[Cries of "No! no!" on the Democratic side.] 
Oh, well, if not free, you want a very low rate of duty on 

them, do you not? 
Mr. GREENWOOD. We want to adjust some of t~ese duties 

which we think are not right. 
Mr. CROWTHER. No; the first thing the gentleman from 

Arkansas [Mr. OLDFIELD] would do would be to take off the 
duty on aluminum. You would not have heard so much about 
aluminum had not the Secretary of the Treasury happened to 
be interested in it. It would not have been mentioned other
wise, and it is only mentioned to show per onal animus. The 
fact is that the American housewife can buy aluminum utensils 
at a remarkably low pxice, and aluminum ware i rapidly 
displacing tinware in the hou ehold. 

Mr. BA1\TKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CROWTHER. Yes. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I ask thls que,tion in absolute good faith: 

What consideration doe · the gentleman think the~e western 
agricultural States are entitled to on this question of the neces
sity · for- a revision of the tariff, as exp~sed by the votes of 
their repreRentatiYes in the Senate of the United States, when 
they Yoted deliberately for a resolution at this session of Con-

LXIX--181 

gress saying that agriculture i<; prostrate in their section of the 
country, and they believe one of the reasons for the depression 
is on account of the unfair proportion of tariff rates? They 
passed a resolution. and 14 Republican Senators, at least nomi
nally, voted for that resolution. Does not the gentleman think 
as a Republican that those farmers in that great expanse of 
country are honestly represented through the expression of 
their Senatoo.-s when they say they need some reduction in the 
tariff? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has again expired. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman four 
additional minutes. 

Mr. CROWTHER- I will say to the gentleman from Ala
bama that I feel toward the parties the gentleman refers to as 
many members of the Democratic Party felt toward Grover 
Cleveland at one time, and as many of them felt toward 
William Jennings Bryan a few years later. That is my answer 
to that question. 

Mr. BANKHElAD. I do not know whether that is fair or 
not. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I think it is perfec-tly fair. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I know it is in contravention of the 

rules to say anything about the vote of a Senator, but Senator 
CAPPER, Senator BoRAH, Senator NoRRis, and some others
who have certainly heretofore had the brand of Republicanism 
upon them-voted for that resolution. 

1\lr. CROWTHER. I agree with the gentleman from Ala
bama that it is probably an infraction of the rules to discuss 
the \Otes of Senatora. I am of the opinion, however, that the 
distinguished Members at the other end of the Capitol are 
certainly wen enough acquainted with the constitutional pre
rogatives of this House to know that no such legislation as 
that had the right to be initiated in that body. 

Mr. BA~JrHEAD. And they recognized that constitutional 
prerogative. 

Mr. CROWTHER. ::'1 o ; they did not recognize it. They 
failed to recognize it; but that, no doubt, meets with the ap
proval of the gentleman from Alabama, and meets with the 
probation of mot Memb~rs on his side, becau e anything t11at 
looks like a disturbing factor among Republkans meets with 
your earnest approyal. [Applause.] 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman ,yield? 
- Mr. CROWTHER. Yes. 

1\Ir. ALLGOOD. Are we to infer from the gentleman's re
marks that he believe· the economic conditions throughout the 
country are not good? 

· Mr. CROW'l'HER. Well, _they are not as good as they 
might be. 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Then there is not general prosperity under 
Republican adminir,·tration. 

Mr. CROW"THER. Oh, I think the country is generally 
prosperous, but thex·e are very many spots that are bad; but 
let me say to the gentleman that in the spots where conditions 
are bad and where Industry i<; lagging, it is because they haye 
not sufficient tariff protection and due to the keen competition 
with foreign-made goods. That is the rea. on we have these 
conditions--too many foreign goods on our store counters-and 
the tariff hould not be re,ised downward ; but it should be re
vised upward in order to keep these goods out of the country. 
[Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has again expired. 

Mr. BYRNS. 1\Ir. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Indiana [1\lr. CANFIELD] such time as he desires. 

Mr. CANFIELD. 1\-fr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen, I am 
going to take just a few minutes of your time to discuss a ques.
tion tha.t I feel is not only of great importance to the farmers 
of the country bnt to the a\erage business man and laboring 
man as welL The question I refer to is farm legislation, an~ 
ladies and gentlemen, it should be given consideration by this 
body without delay. "''"e should face it squarely and cease try
ing to prolong 01· dodge it, as it seems to me this body is trying 
to do. 

Every Member of this House know the farmers are not get
ting a square deal, and why a deaf ear should be turned to 
their demands for right and justice I personally can not under
stand. This body should not only be anxious to pass farm 
legislation in the interest of our farmers but in the inter~--t 
of all business and Ja bor, for while our farmer are held down 
as they are now, and haye been for several years, their pur
chasing power is gone, and this hurts both business and labor. 

We have in this country 35,000,000 of our population feeding 
the other 80,000,000. Thirty-five million beld down merely be-
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cause the question of devising and applying the proper remedy 
has not been taken care of by those that have the power to act. 
The buying power of 35,000,000 people practically cut off be
cause the farmers are not given the consideration they so justly 
deserve. 

The farmers have been assured for several years by both the 
Democrats and Republicans that they would be given con
sideration; and if there was ever a promise made to any group 
of men that should be fulfilled, it is the one that has been made 
to the farmers of the country. 

We are told by those that oppose farm legislation that farm 
depression can not be helped by pas~ing a lu w that will help 
take cure of the surplus. To this my answer: is: Big· business 
is able to make their business profitable by controlling produc
tion and surplu , and our farmers can likewise be put in posi
tion to make a profit if they can control production and sur
plus, but without the aid of the Government they as a body are 
not able to organize in a way that this can be carried out, and 
what we as Members of Congress must do during this session 
of Congress is to pass a law that will enable them to control 
production and surplus as big business, through organization, 
is uoing, and then the men that till the soil, working as they 
do many of them 16 to 18 hours a day, can and will be able to 
get a fair return on the money they have invested and for the 
efforts they put forth. [Applause.] 

True, I know there are Members in this body who are 
trying to sidetrack this question by saying, " Why pass a 
surplus control bill when the President will not sign it?" My 
answer to this is we as Members are answerable only for our
selves. It is our duty to do everything we can to see that 
farm legislation that will be helpful to the farmers is consid
ered and passed without delay, and if the President in his 
wisdom feels it is his duty to veto such a measure and deprive 
the farmers of what is justly do them, that is up to him and 
not up to us as :Members of Congress ; and gentlemen of the 
House, I do hope that we can depend on the 1\Iembers on the 
Republican side that are interested in helpful farm legislation 
to vote with those of us on the Democratic side of the House, 
as you did last year, so that farm legislation that will really 
help the farmer can be passed; and if the President wants to 
veto this measure, let him veto it ; and if this is done, let us 
hope there are enough Members in this body that have studied 
this question and understand it that will vote to pass the 
measure over his veto so that our farmers can get the con
sideration they so justly deserve. 

I know we have some Members in this body that feel that 
our farmers can only be given consideration by reducing the 
tariff, and, I am sorry to say, we have a few back in the dis
trict I have the honor to represent that feel that way-men 
who have given little or no study to the question and do not 
know what this great question is all about. Gentlemen, I 
would welcome the opportunity to vote for a reduction on tariff 
rates that are too high, and I know if we could reduce some 
tariff rates it would help our farmers, but I also realize that 
we have as much chance to reduce tariff rates during this 
session of Congress as we have to build a fence around the 
moon, so why not get together and pass farm legislation that 
can and will help the farmers of the country? 
· We have others that say the only way to help the farmers 

is to reduce freight rates on agricultural products. Freight 
rates should be reduced, but we all know there is no chance 
at the present time to have them reduced. 
' By investigation we find that the farmers in Canada have 

much lower freight rates than the farmers in our own country. 
Wheat growers in sparsely settled Canada have an advantage 
of from 8 to 10 cents a bushel over our own farmers. We 
know this should not be ; we know that freight rates on agri
cultural products should be reduced, but we also know that 
under an administration that is owned and controlled by the 
moneve<1 interests there is no chance on earth to get a reduc
tion on freight rates. So why let the impossible prevent us 
from doing what we can do by getting together and passing 
helpful farm legislation? 

Laws have been passed that are helpful to the big interests 
of America. Laws have been passed that are helpful to the 
laborers of America ; and why is it, ladies and gentlemen of this 
great body, that when it comes to our farmers nothing has 
been done for them? 

It is only natural that those that are especially aided by 
laws enacted in their favor will forge to the front and those 
that are not able to get legislation that will be helpful to 
them will have to drop back. 

Af the present time we have our high protective laws, which 
allow the big interests to receive higher than fair prices for 
their products. Labor has been able to have restricted immi
gration laws passed-and I feel it is right that they should
which has enabled labor to ask higher prices than labor re
ceives in any other country on the globe; but our poor farm
ers, who a few years ago were asked to produce all they pos
sibly could, are tO-day producing a surplus which must be sold; 
and the trouble is that the sm·plus must be sold on the world 
market ; and the price the surplus brings determines the price 
of everything be has to sell. 

Therefore some way must be devised to control the surplus 
produced so that the surplus will not set tl1e price on the 
entire crop produced as it is doing at the present time. 

In the President's message to the Seventieth Congress he 
made specific recommendation on ag1icultural legislation. You 
will remember the President recommended a Federal board 
and a revolving loan fund at a moderate rate of interest for 
the necessaty financing. As I have said before on this floor, 
the farmers do not want to borrow any more money; what they 
want is a price for what they produce, so they can pay off 
what they already have borrowed. They want to get a price 
for what they have to sell, so they can pay off their mortgages 
and keep their homes, that many of them have worked a life
time to be able to call their own, only to come to a time when 
they will have to g~ve up everything they have if something is 
not done to relieve the present depressed agricultural condition . . 

The majority of t;he farm organizations of the country are 
united on what should be d ne to stabilize agriculture and 
have agreed that it can be done only by passing legislation tb,at 
will control the surplus. 

On November 27 anu 28, 1927, a large number of the leading 
farm and cooperative marketing organizations met here in 
Washington to consider the legislation to be recommended at 
this session of Congress, an9 at this meeting they authorized the 
following statement : 

A conference representing fa-o:m organizations and cooperative asso
ciations of the country has been held to consider the farm Iegi lative 
situation prior to the opening of the session of Congress. 

Throughout the meeting there has been, complete accord among the 
farm groups on the principles of legislation for which they will contt-nd. 
.As in the past, they will ask for national lt-gislation to enable farm 
cooperative organizations to control and manage crop surpluses in the 
best intert-sts of the producers. The need for such legi!'lntion is gen
erally admitted, and the position of. these farm groups is definite. 
There has been no change in the position of the farm organizations 
represented in respect to the principles of let;islatlon rendered. They 
want no Government price fixing or Government subsidies, direct or 
indirect. On the contrary, they insist that ·such legislation, to be 
effective, must require each marketed unit of a commodity to pay its 
share of the costs of its own stabilization and protection. 

The group conferred with Senatot· McNARY on Monday. It was 
especially emphasized in the meeting with the Senator th!lt subsidy of 
any sort is not desirable in farm legislation, but that the principle of 
spreading the overhead cost of centralized surplus-control operations 
over all the commoc!ity benefited is the best and soundest method yet 
proposed. 

On November 14, 1927, the Corn Belt federations of farm 
organizations of the entire farm belt met at Des Moines, Iowa, 
and pa sed the following resolutions: 

Meeting on the eve of the convening of the Seventieth Congt·es , the 
Corn Belt committee, speaking for more than a million and a half 
organized farmers, . hereby renews its demand for the pu sage of the 
McNary-Haugen bill, and serves notice that it will accept no compro
mise which weakeru; or destroys any of the tundameutal provisions of 
this bill. 

Especially will we reject with scorn any measure which does not 
contain the equalization fee in untrammeled form, and this because this 
provision constitutes the very heart of the surplus-control problem and 
must become the basis of any agt•icultural policy which in the years to 
come will assure the producers of wheat, cotton, pork, tobacco, rice, 
and other surplus farm commodities of a dollar of 100 cents purchasing 
power. 

The tragic toll of the existing agricultural situation finds proof in 
the fact that since the close of the World War the farm debt of the 
United States has increased from four and one-half billion dollars to 
twelve and one-half billion dollars and in a shrinkage of. farm values of 
all kinds in the appalling sum of $20,000,000,000. 

It is found in the furtner fact that while still constituting more 
tban 25 per cent of the Nation's population, the 30,000,000 p£'0ple of 
the farms are receiving les"s thau 10 per cent of. tlie national income. 
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With a condition so. deep "seated and. menacing there can be no 

honorable compromise. 
We are merely asking that the farm dollar shall equal in purchasing 

power the dollar of those who fix the farmers' cost of production, and 
le s than this means peasantry. 

We repeat, therefore, that we will scornfully reject any proposal 
which does not meet this great problem fairly and honestly. 

On the same date, November 14, 1927, the Farmers' Educa
tional and Cooperative Union of America held its national 
convention in Des Moines, Iowa, and passed the following 
resolutions : 

The National FarmerS" Union In their twenty-third annual session 
hereby affirms its confidence in the principles of the McNary-Haugen 
bill, and we pledge our full and hearty support to the fight in behal! 
of its pas age. We shall not tolerate any vital changes in the pro
visions of the bill, such as the equalization fee and farm-organization 
control We deeply re ent assumed authority on the part of certain 
busines and political organizations to initiate and sponsor farm-relief 
legi Iation. 

On December 5, 6, and 7, 1927, the American Farm Bureau 
Federation held its ninth annual meeting in Chicago and 
adopted without a dissenting vote the following on farm 
lt'gislation: 

We appreciate the actions of the Sixty-ninth Congress, which, in a 
nonpartisan mabner, pas ed the surplus control bill. If put into oper
ation this measure would have marked the beginning ot a sound 
economic agricultural policy in our Nati<in. 

Commodity marketing and surplus control are inseparable. Co
operative organizations, however, can not bear the load unaided. Under 
certain conditions in order that operations may be successful the entire 
commodity ma.rketed and not the member producers alone must, by the 
application of the equalization-fee p.rineiple, meet the requirement that 
each marketed unit shall pay its share in the co t of its own stabiliza
tion and protection. 

We insist that legislation which contains the principles embodied 
in the McNary-Haugen bill with such improvements as experience and 
iood judgment may suggest shall again be passed by Congress. 

In addition to these meetings held by the farmers themselves 
there have been many other meetings that have passed similar 
resolutions demanding that this Congress pass legi lation that 
will be helpful to agriculture. The reestabli hment of a sound 
agricultural condition is demanded, and rightly so, by the 
farmers of. the country, and this body should act, and that 
·''ithout delay. 

The United States is the world's greatest agricultural na
tion, and to-day tho e engaged in farming are the least prosper
ous. About one-third of the population are engaged in farm
ing. Agriculture is receiving about $12,000,000,000 as its total 
income, while the total national income is $90,000,000,000; or, 
in other words, the one-third of the population that is engaged 
in farming are receiving $12,000,000,000 and the other two
thil'ds of the population $78,000,000,000. The farming popula
tion receives one-eighth and the other two-thirds seven-eighths 
of the total national income. With these facts confronting us 
we can not help but realize that there is bound to be depression 
in the agricultural sections and there will continue to be de
pre ion until something is done to make it possible for the 
farmer to receive a fair price for what he has to sell. 

Ladies and gentlemen of the committee, the great question 
that confronts us as Members of this body is, Are we going to 
continue our high-tariff policy to help the manufacturing in
terests and our restricted immigration policy to help organized 
labor without giving any attention whatever to our farmers ; or 
are we going to pass legislation, without delay, that will put 
our farmers in a class with those that have already been given 
con ideration by this body? This is a vital que tion, ladies 
and gentlemen, and if those of you who are interested in keep
ing a high tariff for industry and those of you who feel that 
organized labor should hold the standing it now has are not 
willing to help those of us who feel that it is time that our 
farmer should have legislation that will be helpful to them, 
it is time for the Members of this body who are interested in 
seeing that the farmers of this country are given consideration 
to tand as a b<Jd.y until right and justice is given. to the 
farmer. [Applause.] 

At the present time the balance between agriculture- and 
industry is out of all reason. The permanent well-being of the 
future is threatened. Legislation that will be helpful to the 
farmers mu t be passed. Something mu t be done that will 
bring agricultm·e up to the high standard given to others. As 

I 

it now stands, the farmer is the victim of inju tice, and that 
injustice mllSt. be remo.ved. 

I understand the Labor Bureau, Incorporated, has given out a 
report that there are 4,000,000 labming men out of employment. 
Think of it! 4,000,000 laboring men out of employment, and the 
heads of the present administration trying to make everyone 
think there is prosperity on every hand. How they get by with 
such statements I can not understand, for everyone knows that 
outside of a few special privileged manufacturers that are en-

•abled to enjoy pro perity thl·ough the -special privilege given 
them by the present high tariff there is a general depression 
everywhere, business men and banks going b1·oke almost every 
day, and more especially in the agricultural districts; and, 
ladies and gentlemen of this great body, this condition can not 
improve with one-third of our people being discriminatetl 
against. General prosperity can only come when all classes are 
given a chance to make the purchasing power of their dollar 
equal to the purchasing power of others. · 

As I stated before, the purchasing power of our farmer has 
been cut off; he is forced out of the buying market; business 
and labor are beginning to feel it, and conditions will continue 
to get worse unless something is done to equalize the balance 
that now exists between agriculture and industry. 

La.dies and gentlemen, the time has come when something 
must be done; consideration must be given to this all-important 
question without further delay, or the depres ed condition that 
is being felt throughout the country will grow gradually worse. 

To oppo e farm legislation becau e it is new and has never 
been tried is nothi:J.g but discrimination against the farmer. 

The manufacturers of the country have been given their high 
protective tariff, the railroads their high freight rates, and 
labor its restricted immigration, all of which has helped to 
give the farmers of the country a black eye. 

I wish it were po sible to lowe.r the present highway-robbery 
tariff that we have on the statute books that is robbing the 
farmers on every hand. I wish it were po ible to reduce the 
freight rates on agricultural products so that our farmers 
eould move their products at a reasonable co t, but this we all 
realize can not be done under this administration; but, ladies 
and gentlemen, we can pass farm legislation that will be helpful 
to our farmers and thereby not only help tlie farmers get what 
is justly due them but the small business man and laboring man 
who are located in the agricultural sections as well. 

Why delay this all-important legislation? Every Member of 
this body knows that something should be done. Let us do it 
now, so that farmers can and will Pe put on an equality with 
others that have in the past been given the consideration they 
ask. [Applause.] · 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THATCHER}. 

Mr. THATCHER. :Mr. Chairman and members of the com
mittee, as a member of the subcommittee conducting the hear-· 
ings on the bill upon which the (lebate i supposed to be pro
ceeding, the Treasury and Post Office Departments bill, I wish 
to speak briefly concerning one or two phases of the bill; but 
before doing that, I may say that in the formulation of this 
bill and in the conduct of the hearings thereon, the work is 
very much like the work on the other appropriation bills that 
come before the Congress. It is intensive in character and 
extended. Our own hearings began about the 9th of Ja~uary 
and ran without interruption until about the 28th of January. 
On the post office bill the printed pages of the hearings are 
about 450. As to the Treasury Department bill, about 950 
printed pages are consmped to indicate the testimony adduced, 
making a total of something like 1,350 pages of printed matter. 
The two bills are consolidated into a single measure. 

In this work our subcommittee has had the invaluable service 
of the chairman of the Appropriation- Committee, who is also 
the chairman of the subcommittee, :Mr. ~!AnnEN. I have counted 
it a peculiar privilege and honor to serve on this particular 
subcommittee since I have been a ::\Iember of this body, and I 
think it may not be inappropriate for me to testify concerning 
something of the work performed by the chairman of the sub.
committee, because, after all, he must bear the major burden 
of the work of the subcommittee. IUs knowledge, not only 
of the matters contained in this bill, but his knowledge of mat
ters containoo in all the appropriation bi1ls which come befora 
Congress is of a ma1·velous character, and I feel that the 
country at large, as well as the two Houses of Congress, 
owe him a great and everlasting obligation, because be is truly 
a representative of the taxpayers in this work. [Applause.] 

Since the Budget system has bet'n in operation the Hou...o::e 
Appropriations Committee has been able to scale Budget esti-
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mates by more than $350,000,000, and this result has largely 
been achieved because of tlle knowledge and judgment of tlle 
chairman of the Appropriation Committee. 

In our work we are a I so a .. sisted by our very competent clerk 
of the Hou~e Appropriations Committee, who is also clerk of 
the subcommittee, Mr. Sheild. No one can ever quite know the 
great and important service that is performed by the competent 
and experienced clerks of these great committees of the two 
Houses. They are the men behind the scenes, and their work 
i~ beyond estimation, so far as its importance is concerned. • 

I wish to call your attention especially to one or two sub
jects involved in the blll. Our distinguished chairman himself '"ill at the appropriate time give you the general details set 
forth in it and in the various estima tcs which go to make up 
the manv items of the Treasury and Post Office requirements. 

I have always been deeply interested in the subject of avia
tion, and since I hn.ve been a member of this subcommittee 
that subject I have found to be one of absorbfng interest. With 
your indulgence, I wish to submit a few facts anti figures 
evolved in this particular hearing and, incidentally, in the hear
ings which have gone before since postal aviation has been a 
yital subject before Congress. 

It is very ,;vonderful to see what the growth of aviation has 
been, and tt is very wonderful to note the splendid contribution 
which the young men of America, in the Army and out of 
the Army, have made to this great field . of enterpri~e which 
mal;:e..; its appeal, and gives its challenge, to the hardihood, to 
the endurance, to the courage, and . to the clean living of tile 
men engaged in it. 

Concerning the subject of aviation in the Post Office Depart
ment, I may say that one of the most interesting branches of 
the postal work is the Air l\Iail Service. 

The Postmaster General has properly visualized the possibili
tie of this field, n.nd Col. Paul Henderson, the immediate prede
ces~or of the present Second Assistant Postmaster General, per
formed splendid pioneer service in this connection ; and it is 
but fair to say that our subcommittee has, under the wise, 
constructive leadership of its chairman throughout, recDt:,<>nized 
the importance of air mails and bas cooperated to secure ade
quate appropriations therefor. It is fair to state also that l\Ir. 
Glover the present Second Assistant, and his aides are carry
ing on' this branch of the service and broadening its scope with 
wise efficiency. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. THATCHER. Yes. 
:Mr. JOHKSON of Texas. Does this bill further extend the 

aviation postal service; and if so, in what sections of the 
country will it be so extended? · 

1\Ir. THATCHER. It increases the appropriation for that 
pmpose, and I will touch on that later. 

Substantial appropriations were made at the beginning, and 
within the past three or four years, to enable the Post Office 
Department itself to engage in the transcontinental carriage of 
ruail by air. The policy was to have tile Government demon
strate what could be done in this regard, and thus blaze the 
way for private enterprise, under contract, to take over this 
service and to extend it, thus relieving the Government from 
the investment required and the other hazards involved. This 
policy has been crowned with success. The Po~t Office Depart
ment has gone out of the business of itself transporting air . 
mail, and private enterprise has taken over the entire work, 
under contract, and is performing that work efficiently. This is 
as it should be. Not only this, but many new air mail routes 
have been added to the original transcontinental routes, and it is 
apparent that this service will continue to grow. 

Fo1· the (;Urrent fiscal year the appropriation for air mail con
tract service is $4,000,000, to which is to be added the sum of 
$500.000 from the fund aYailable for the operation of the Go-y
ernment .Air l\1ail Service. This makes a total for 1928 for this 
service of $4,500,000. The Budget recommendation for the en
suing fiscal year for this purpQ e was $6,000,000. The increase 
over current appropriations was to enable expansion of the air 
mail contract service. The subcommittee, after going into the 
subject carefully, concluded that to this total there should be 
added for expansions of the service the sum of $400,900 plus 
$30,000 for needs of the Post Office Department for personnel 
to supervise the air mail work. Hence this bill carries a total 
of $6.430,000 for the air mail contract service. 

As pointed out in the committee report on this bill, the growth 
of tllis service· has been tremendous dm·ing the past two years; 
and to-day there is heavy pressure from every quarter for the 
extension of air mail routes. The service, of com·se, is of a 
spectacular character, but its extension must be made conserva-

tively and with due regard to legltimate needs and require
ments. No definite figures are obtainable as to the net cost to 
the Government of this service. Only suggestive figures could 
he secured. These are based on a seven-day te ·t in October 
last. The difference between the amount paid air mail con
tractors and the revenue from air mail stamps for thi te ·t 
period, October 10 to 16, was $17,651.46; that is to say, the net 
cost to the Post Office Department for this period was $17,651.46-
Assuming these figures as constituting a fair average, the· total 
excess of expenditures over receipts on account of the air mail 
contract service will run under present conditions ·to $847,270.08 
for the yea1·-in round numbers, $850,000, These figures, how
ever, do not take into consideration the amounts expended and 
being expended through the Department of Commerce for the 
lighting of airways. When these· lightings are established the 
cost of maintaining them should not JJe relattvely a very lru·gc 
item. 

It developed ·in the hearings that out of the 15 air mail con
tractors, · perha~ not more than a half dozen are now making 
money on their contracts. The mail now being carried by air 
is the straight air mail postage, first-class mail prepaid at the 
rate of 10 cents per half ounce. Under the act of June 3, 1926, 
the total contract price which may be paid by the Postmaster 
General for this kind of mail is $3 per .pound for the first 
thousand miles and 30 cents per pound additional for each 
hundred miles in excess of 1,000 miles. Tlie earlier contt·acts 
were usually on the $3 per pound basis, a · contr1tctors did not 
then have the experience necessary to guide them and they bid 
the maximum allowed. L:Her experience and competition have 
played their part in the equation, and some of the newer con
tracts are based on much lower rates than were tho ·e of the 
earlier contracts, though · the service required may be as exact
ing as that for which the maximum rate is allowed. To give a 
few examples: 'I'he 1·ate now being paid on the route · between 
Chicago and St. Paul is $2.75 per pound, whereas the rate from 
Salt Lake to Los Angeles is $3 per pound; and the rate from · 
Chicago to Dallas is $3 per polmcl; again, the rate from Chey
enne to Pueblo is 83 cents a pound; from Albany to Cleveland, 
$1.11; from New York to Chicago, $1.24; and from Cleveland to 
Louisville-soon to be placed in operation-will be $1.22 per 
pound. 

It may be interesting to know that the pre. ent total mileage 
of air mail routes is 8,044 miles and the number of routes 18, 
with a total of 17,444 miles flown thereover daily. In ad<lition, 
seven new routes haYe been contracted for, with a total mileage 
of 3,656 miles, over which there will be a total daily flight of 
7,312 miles. The new routes will be in operation on or before 
July 1 next, and on that date ther-e should be in operation a 
total of 25 air mail routes, with a tot.'ll length of 11,700 miles 
and a total daily flight of 24,756 miles. 

Some of these routes are lighted, others are being lighted. 
Routes -hich have been day line. have been lighted and are 
being conYerted into night lines_ The lighting of the.o;;e air,vays 
is performed by the Department of Commerce. It is expected 
that by the 1st of next July there will be a total of 7,:-oo miles 
of the e airways lighted. Of the adilitional 4.200 miles to be 
placed under air mail contract by the 1st of July a ·ubstantial 
portion will have to be lighte<l. In this connection I might 
suggest that these night-flying courses for our Pu::,:tal SetTice, 
with much more accuracy, as well as with much more poetic 
suggestion, can be termed "star routes" than may be tho~e 
post roads and post trails in the unde,-elopetl . ections of the 
country which have al wars borne this designation. 

At this point I shoulu like to include a list of tlle present 
aii·-mail routes and those under contract, and also tables show
ing the total weights of mail carried on the >arious air mail 
routes since the establishment of the air mnil contract service 
on October 31, 1927; also some other brief tables, which will IJe 
informatiYe: 

AIR MA.IL ROUTES 

C. A. M. 1. Boston, Mass., via Hartford, Conn., to New York, N. Y., 
and return, 192 miles each way. Contr::tct awarded October 7, 1925, to 
Colonial Air Transport (Inc.),- 270 Madison Avenue, N~w York, N. Y., 
at $3 per pound; service commenced July 1, 1926_ 

c. A. M. 2. Chicago, Ill., via Peoria and Springfield, Ill., to St. Louis, 
Mo., and return, 278 miles each way_ Contract awarded October 7, 
1925, to Robertson Aircraft Corporation. Anglum, Mo., at $::?_53125 per 
pound; service commenced April 15, 1026. 

C. A. M_ 3. Chicago, Ill., via Moline, Ill., St. Joseph and Kansas 
C'Ity, Mo_, Wichita, Kans .. Ponra City and Oklahoma City, Okla., to 
Fort Worth and Dallas, T ex:_, and return, 987 miles each way. Con
tract awarded Octo!Jer 7, 192G, to National Air Transport (Inc.), ri06 

• 
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South Wabash Avenue, Chicago, Dl., at $3 per pound; service com
menced May 12, 1926. 

C. A. M. 4. Salt Lake City, Utah, via Las Vegas, ~ev., to Los 
Angeles, Calif., and return, 600 miles each way. Contract ·awarded 
October 7, 1925, to ·Western Air Express (Inc.), 113 West Ninth Street, 
Los Angeles, CaliL, at $3 per pound; service commenced April 17, 1926. 

·C. A. M. 5. Salt Lake City, Utah, via Boise, Idaho,_ to Pasco, Wash., 
and return, 530 miles each way. Contract awarded October 7, 1!125, 
to Walter T. Varney, post-office box 722, Boise, Idaho, at $3 per pound; 
service commenced April 6, 1926. 

C. A. M. 6. Detroit, Mich., to Cleveland, Ohio, and return, 91 miles 
each way. Contract awarded November 25, 1925, to Ford Motor Co., 
Dearborn, Mich., at $1.08 per pound; service commenced February 15, 
1926. 

C. A. M. 7. Detroit, Mich., to Chicago, Ill., and return, 237 miles 
each way. Contract awarded NoTEC'mber 25, 1925, to Ford Motor Co., 
Dearborn, Mich., at $1.08 per pound ; service commenced February 15, 
1926. 

C. A. M. 8. Seattle, Wash., via Portland and Medford, Oreg., San Fran
eiseo, Fresno, and Bakersfield, Calif., to Los Angeles, Calif_, and return, 
1,099 miles each way. Contract awarded December 31, 192:5, to Pacific 
Air Transport (Inc.), 593 Market Street, San Francisco, Cali!., at 
$2.8125 per pound ; service commenced September 15, 1926. 

C. A. M. 9. Chicago, Ill., via Milwaukee, Madison, and La Crosse, 
Wis., to St. Paul and Minneapolis, Minn., and return, 383 miles each 
way. Contract awarded January 11, 1926, and service commenced June 
7, 1926; Northwest Airways (Inc.), St. Paul, Minn., present contractor, 
at $2.75 per pound. 

C. A. M. 11. Cleveland, Ohio, via Youngstown, Ohio, and McKees
port, Pa., to Pittsburgh, Pa., and return, 123 miles each way. Con
tract awarded March 27, 1926, to Clifford Ball, 407 Market Street, 
McKeesport, Pa., at $3 per pound; service commenced April 21, 1927. 

C. A. M. 12. Cheyenne, Wyo., via Denver and Colorado Springs, Colo., 
to Pueblo, Colo., and return, 199 miles each way. Contract awarded 
March 29, 1926, and service commenced May 31, 1926 ; Western Air 
Exprees (Inc.), 113 West . Ninth Street, Los Angeles, Calif., present 
contl'llctor, at $0.83 per pound . 

. C. A. :\I. 16. Cleveland, Ohio, via Akron, Columbus, Dayton, and 
Cincinnati, Ohio, to Louisville, Ky., and return, 339 miles each way. 
Contract awarded October 10, 1927, to Continental .Air Lines (Inc.), 
1259 Union Trust Building, Cleveland, Ohio. at $1.:l2 per pound ; service 
not yet in operation. · 

C. A. M. 17. New York, N. Y., via Cleveland, Ohio, to Chicago, Ill., 
and return, 723 miles each way. Contract awarded April 2, 1927, to 
National Air Transport (Inc.), 506 South Wabash Avenue, Chicago, Til., 
at $1.24 per pound ; service commenced September 1, 192T. 

· C. A. M. 18. Chicago, Ill., via Iowa City and Des Moines, Iowa, 
Omaha and North Platte, Nebr., Cheyenne and Rock Springs, Wyo., Salt 
Lake CUy, Utah, Elko a·nd Reno, Nev., and Sacramento to San Fran
cisco, Cali!., and return, 1,904 miles each way. Contract awarded 

January 29, 1927, to Boeing Air Transport (Inc.), Georgetown Station, 
Seattle, Wash., at $1.50 per pound; service commenced July 1, 1927. 

C. A. M. 19. New York, N. Y., via Philadelphia, Pa., Washington, 
D. C., Richmond, Va., Greensboro, N. C., and Spartanburg; S. C., to
Atlanta, Ga., and return, 773 miles each way. Contract awarded Feb
ruary 28, 1927, to Pitcairn Aviation (Inc.), Land Title Building, 
Philadelphia, Pa., at $3 per pound ; service not yet in operation. 

C. A. M. 20. Albany, N. Y., via Schenectady, Syracuse, Rochester, 
Buffalo, ~- Y., to Cleveland, Obio, and retum, 452 miles each way. 
Contract awarded July 27, 1927, to Colonial Western Airways (Inc.), 
270 Madison Avenue, New York, N. Y., at $1.11 per pound; service 
commenced December 17, 1927. 

C. A. l\I. 21. Dallas, via Houston, to Galveston, Tex., and return, 283 
miles each way. Contract awarded August 17, 1927, to Texas Air 
Transport (Inc.), Fort Worth Club Building, Fort Worth, Tex., at $2.89 
per pound ; service to commence February -6, 1928. 

C. A. M. 22. Dallas, via Waco, Austin, and San Antonio, to Laredo, 
Tex., and return, 417 miles each way. Contract awarded August 17,1927, 
to Texas Ail: Transport (Inc.), Fort Worth Club Building, FOL·t Worth, 
Tex., at $2.89 per pound ; service to commence February 6, 1928. 

C. A. M. 23. Atlanta, Ga., via Birmingham and Mobile, Ala., to New 
Orleans, La., and return, 478 miles each way. Contract awarded 
August 19, 1927, to St. Tammany Gulf Coast Airways (Inc.), room R, 
mezzanine floor, Roosevelt Hotel, New Orleans, La., at $1.75 per pound; 
service not yet in operation. 

C. A. M. 24. Chicago, Ill., via Indianapolis, Ind., to Cincinnati, Obio, 
and return, 270 miles each way. Contract awarded November 15, 
19!!7, to Embry-Riddle Co., Lnnken Airport, Cincinnati, Ohio, at $1.47 
per pound; service commenced December 17, 1927. 

C. A. M. 25. Atlanta, Ga., via Jacksonville, to :Miami, Fla., and re
hlrn, 595 miles each way. Contract awarded ~ovember 23, 1927, to 
Pitcairn Aviation (Inc.), Land Title Building, Philadelphia, Pa., at 
$1.46 per pound; service not yet in operation. 

C. A. M. 26. Great Falls, via Helena and Butte, Mont., and Poca
tello, Idaho, to Salt Lake City, Utah, and return, 493 miles each way. 
Contract awarded December 30, 1927, to Alfred Frank, Salt Lake City, 
Utah, at $2.475 per pound; service not yet in operation. 

FOREIGN MAIL ROUTES 

F. :U. 2. Seattle, Wash., to Victoria, British Columbia, and return, 
84 miles euch way. Contract awarded May 23, 1927, to Northwest Air 
Service (Inc.), care of postmaster, Seattle, Wash., at $190 per round 
trip; service commenced July 1, 1927. 

F. M. 3. New Orleans to Pilottown, La., and return, 80 miles each 
way. Contract awarded May 21, 1927, to Arthur E. Cambas, 4322 
Burgundy Street, New Orleans, La., at $110 per round trip ; service 
commenced July 1, 1927. 

F. M. 4. Key West, Fla., to Habana, Cuba, 90 miles one wny (Cuban 
mail carried on return trip). Contract awarded July 19, 1927, to 
Pan American Airways (Inc.), 50 East Forty-second Street, New York, 
N. Y., at 40% cents per pound; service commenced October 19, 1927. 

Statemen.tshowing weigh! of mail (pounda) carriea b'!l tlle variow route& since atablishment oftlle contract air mailser1lice to October SJ, 19f1 

Route No. and termini 

No.2 No.4 No.o No.6' No. 71 No.9 No.IO No.ll No. 13 No.15 No.17 No.18 
Month No. l No.3 Salt No.8 No.12 Chi-

Boston- Chi- Chi- Lake Salt De- De- Sea ttl&- Chi- Jack- Cleve- Obey- Phila- Phila- New 
New cago- Lake troit- troit- cago- son- land- delphia- delphia- York- cago-

St. cago- City- City- Oleve- Chi- Los ·Minne- ville- Pitt&- anne- Wash- Nor- Chi- San 
York Louis Dallas Los Pasco land Angeles a polis Miami burgh Pueblo ington folk Fran-

Angeles cago cago cisco 
--------------!----ll------·----t----f----t----t---1----------------------

1926 
February ___________________________ ------------·---------------------------
March ______________________________ -------- -------

e~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ======== m July________________________________ 1, 968 2, 753 

August----------------------------- 1, 017 3, 373 
September-------------------------- 992 2, 993 
October ___ ------------------------- 928 2, 836 
November----------·-----.. --------- 668 2, (JJ4 
December.------------------------- 1, 059 2, 724 

1927 
January_---······-···············-· 663 a, 84.8 
February--------------·------------ 7(JJ 2,108 
MarcL--------------------------- 1,179 2,.22 
ApriL-------------------·---------- 1,520 2,4D2 
May. __ ------·------·-------·------ 1, 590 2, 363 
June ____ ----·----------------------- 2,603 3,856 
July-------------------------------- 2, 222 2, 940 
August .. --------------------------- 2,425 3,526 
September-----··· •••• ------- _______ 2,242 2,960 
October __ -------------------------- 1,688 3,064 
November·------------------------- 1, 448 2,474 

TotaL-------·----------------1 24, 819 48,718 

------- ---(i) ______ (i) __ _ 
---(s)___ (') (2) 

(2) (2) (2) 
8, 559 7, 917 2, 439 
8,133 8, 514 5, 562 
7, 764 8, 780 4, 825 
8, 414 9, 507 7, 006 
7, 968 8, 816 7, 125 
8, 084 11, 663 3, 274 

6, 481 10,363 2,259 
6, 620 13, 797 2, 958 
8, 00911~ 212 3, 764 

10, 106 16, 00 3, 935 
9, 460 15, 213 4,304 

10, 542 17, 120 5,392 
9, 509 17, 390 5,503 

10,029 17,602 5,690 
9,892 17,647 6,126 

10,305 18,993 6,871 
9,322 18,187 6,112 -

149,247 233,762 83,147 

1 Net weight only. 

131 
98 

150 
182 
135 
147 
193 
250 
225 
106 
104 

79 
82 
S8 

171 
172 
235 
127 
202 
172 
155 

72 

3,276 

302 
337 
428 
646 
591 
736 
706 
621 
623 
410 
629 

376 
816 
858 
797 
913 
982 

1,064 
1,341 
1,329 
1,360 

880 

16,545 

======== ======== ---,,f-- -------- -------- -------- -------- -------- --------
(2) -------- -·-(:)"-- ======== ======== :::::::: :::::::: -------- ---(2y--

1,355 
1,242 

3, 283 911 
5, 490 1,446 
4, 951 1, 345 
5, 950 1,496 

5,087 1,374 
4,380 1,347 
5,424 1, 737 
5,322 2, (JJ3 
5,325 2,157 
6,131 2, 730 
6, 709 2,505 
6,800 2,820 
7,370 2,829 
7, 759 2, 766 
7,330 2,.z7 

(') (2) 
1, 255 2, 284 
1, 271 2, 084 
2, 569 2, 19'..! 
2, 461 2, 665 
1, 830 2,032 

----200- =======- ======== :::::::: 159 -------- -------- ______ ;;_ 
166 -------- -------- --------
48 431 -------- --------

361 -------- --------
1, 517 2, 940 -------- -------- -------- --------

-------- -------- 2,080 ------- -------- -------- ---------------- -------- 2,222 ------- -------- -------- ---------------- -------- 2, 418 -------- -------- ------- --------919 2,570 -------- -------- -------- -------1, 763 3,873 -------- -------- -------- --------1,992 3,443 -------- -------- --------2,026 3,537 -------- -------- -------- --4.6;057 
2,364 3,599 -------- -------- -------- 45,651 
1,905 3,406 -------- -------- 44,365 4U,241 
2,565 3,419 -------- -------- 45,599 49,105 
3,299 3,157 -------- -------- 41,253 45,120 

87,311 -32, 560 110, 893 16,833 46,831 633 792 131,217 232, 1'74 

J Count of postage basis. 
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The following is weight of mail carried by airplane on the 

transcontinental and New York-Chicago overnight routes from 
;February, 1926, to June, 1927: 

Transcontinental New York-Chicago 
(night) 

Month 

1926 
February ___ ------------------------------
March. ____ -------------------------------
April _____ --------------------------------
May.------------------------------------
June_----------------------------------- __ 
July ____ ----------------------------------
August _____ ------------------------------
September_-------------------~-----------October ________ __________________________ _ 
November _______ -------------------------
December ______ --------------------------

1927 
January--------- _____ ---------------------
February .. _------------------------------
lVIarch ____ ----- _. ---.---.-----------------
ApriL .. __ -------.-----------------------
May-------------------------------------
June_-------------------------------------

West 

8,046 
9,394 
9,535 

10,754 
12,873 
11,243 
12,556 
14,065 
14,027 
12,918 
17,527 

11,536 
14, 125 
16,812 
16,323 
16,917 
21,998 

East 

8,042 
9,293 

10,425 
11,925 
12,593 
11,993 
12,695 
13,641 
15, 114 
13, 240 
16,745 

14, 387 
16,631 
20,979 
20,282 
20,268 
22,108 

West 

2,497 
4,000 
4,049 
5,486 
6, 254 
6, 088 
6,322 
7, 612 
7, 249 
5, 521 
6,512 

5,187 
3,856 
6,185 
6,401 
7,177 

10,036 

Co1tBolidated statistical t·evort tor fi-scal year .1926 
[February 15 to June 30, 1926] 

East 

2,815 
3,973 
4, 520 
6,820 
7, 949 
8,840 
9,453 
9, 277 
9,149 
8,124 
9,300 

6.818 
7, 220 
8, 915 
8, 063 
8,612 
9, 578 

1 Route 3 was changed to weight basis on June 20, and postage value for June 20 to 
30 was estimated at 10 cents per letter and 20 letters to the gross pound (including 
equipment). 

NoTE.-All routes were on a count of postage basis except 6 and 7, which were on 
a net weight basis, the postage value being estimated at 10 cents per letter and 40 
letters per net pound. 

Routes involved: C. A. M.-6, Detroit, Mich., to Cleveland, Ohio (es
tabliRherl ll'ebruary 15, 1926) ; 7, Detroit, Mich., to Chicago, Ill. (estab
lished February 15, 1926) ; 10, Jacksonville, Fla., to Miami, Fla. (estab
lished April 1, 1926) ; 5, Elko,1 Nev., to Pasco, Wash. (established April 
6, 1926) ; 2, Chicag"o, Ill., to St. Louis, Mo. (established April 15, 1926) ; 
4, Salt Lake City, Utah, to Los Angeles, Calif. (established April 17, 
Hl26) ; 3, Chicago, Ill., to Dallas, Tex. (established May 12, 1926) ; 12, 
Cheyenne, Wyo., to Pueblo, Colo. (e tablished May 31, 1926) ; 9, Chi
cago, Ill., to Minneapolis, Minn. (established June 7, 1926). 

Consolidated statistical re-port tor fiscal year 1921 

Month ra!l routes) 

1926 
July-----------------
August.------------
September_---------
October_------------
November __ ---------
December ______ ------

1927 

Fre Miles of service 
quencyt---------1 Total 

Length (ro~d weight Amount 
of tnps ofmails paid to 

routes m~:th Scheduled Actually dis- contractor 
sched- flown patched 

Miles 
3, 912 
3, 912 
5, 301 
5,456 
5,456 
5,178 

uled) 

298~ 
299~ 
307 
325 
312 
297 

222,370 
220,284 
248,570 
269,062 
289, 109 
286,254 

214,585 
214,368 
228,775 
256, 189 
257,057 
239,433 

Poumk 
26,673 
32,404 
35,246 
42,070 
37,686 
39,340 

$82,619.12 
91,367.70 

100,474.42 
121,908.12 
109,878.18 
114,087.74 

January_____________ 4,495 262 244,010 205,612 32,510 93,552.23 
February___________ 4,495 240 223,412 191,383 35,037 101,263.52 
March_______________ 4, 495 274 251,778 233,308 42,111 121,987. 91 
.ApriL________________ 4, 618 275 246,333 231,998 45,856 133, 129. 25 
May----------------- 4, 618 298~ 256,363 248, 109 46, 133 133, 738.10 
June_________________ 4, 618 298 253, 648 250,491 55, 026 159,201.84 

----1---1·----1----~----1-----
Total __________ ---------------- 3,015, 993 2, 776,108 470,092 11,363,208.13 

t Operated to and from Salt Lake City. Utah. due to emergency conditions. 

Additions and changes : C. A. M.-13, Philadelphia, Pa., to Washing
ton, D. C. (established July 6, 1926) ; 8, Seattle, Wash. to Los Angeles, 

Calif. (established September 15, 1926) ; 10, extended north to Atlanta, 
Ga., September 15, 1926; 13 discontinued October 9, 1926; 15, Phila
delphia, Pa., to Norfolk, Va. (established October 10, 1926, discontinued 
November 30, 1926) ; 10, discontinued December 31, 1926; 11, Cleve
land, Ohio, to Pittsburgh, Pa. (established April 21, 1927). 

Consolidated statisticaL repo1·t for the first half flscaZ year 1928 

[From July 1 to December 31, 1927] 

Fre- Miles of service 
quency 'fotal 

Length (round weight Amount 
Month (all routes) of trips of mails paid to 

routes per Actually dis· contractor month Scheduled 
sched- flown patched 
uled) 

1927 Miles Pou'flds 
July-------------------- 6, 617 329 377,336 375,923 99,589 $250,891. 15 
August ____ ------------ 6, 617 33!! 379,991 376,998 102,047 258,963.45 
September_------------ 7,340 384~ 455,052 444,519 146,486 312,809.88 
October---------------- 7.340 394 466,638 449,562 153,649 329.531.51 
November_.----------- 7,360 385 456,531 413,054 141,080 304,082.70 December ______________ 7,810 428 489,417 (1) 162,737 (1) 

TotaL ___________ -------- -------- 2, 624,968 ---------- 1805,588 ------------
1 Not compiled at this writing. 

The question may be asked " Does the air mail enice justify 
its cost?" I should say "Yes." Aside from any benefit· which 
may arise from the standpoint of a quickened Postal Service, 
and aside from the question of added convenience to the 
patrons of that service, there are othe-r considerations, I believe, 
quite as importnnt as these. The operation of the Air l\lail 
Service in this country has greatly aided the general interests of 
aviation, both commercial and military. Except for the pioneer 
work of the fearless flyers of the Ail' 1\Iail Service operating 
directly under the Post Office Department, the demonstration 
could not have been made ,,·hich was made. that this whole 
work is feasible, and may be commercially ·profitable in the 
hands of private contractors. 

Mr. TILSO~. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. THA'ICHER. Yes. 
l\Ir. TILSON. What the gentleman ha stated is amply justi

fied by results thus far obtained, and every consideration ought 
to be given to the air-mail routes. Is the gentleman sure that 
these routes are paying sufficiently so that there will be no diffi
culty in the future in having the contracts continued? 

Mr. THATCHER. As I stated a moment ago, the testimony 
before our subcommittee was to the effect that at least half a 
dozen of the 17 or 18 operators are making money on their 
contracts. Some of them are doing verr nicely, others are 
breaking even. and others are, perhnps, losing money. In my 
judgment, all of thi will adjust itself nfter further experi
ence, whereby thof:e engaged in this work will Le able to bid 
and be able to base their bids upon known l'Onditions and known 
experiences: and they will be able to protect themselves just 
as bidders for other classes of mail transported on the land are 
in position to do. 

Mr. TILSON. Does not the gentleman fear that some of 
these routes already established will ha\e to be given up? 

Mr. THATCHER. Some of them may be given up. 
~[r. :MADDEN. Some of them have already been given up. 
1\Ir. THATCHER. And the " star route " contractors some-

times fail; but the entire work is getting more and more 
stabilized, and as experience goes on they will be able, better 
and better, to meet the conditions required. I believe that 
ultimately they will be able to bid with a mucll security, 
with as much knowledge of what is to take place, as may the 
bidders who transport the ever~rday mail of the country. 

Mr. MADDEK. If the gentleman will permit, what they will 
really haYe to get before long is legi latiou which will recognize 
the ability which they possess, and will also recognize the 
necessity of recognizing such ability and genius; and instead 
of having to compete with anybody who has not a dollar or see 
the contract gi,en to a man without a dollar or without ex
perience, give the contract to a man who has the money, the 
experience, the ability, the determination to win and to place 
this service on a positive, successful plane of business. and 
thereby help to develop what we might call a system of pre
paredness that may be built around the Air Service of the 
country. This is what we will have to take into con ideration 
in the development of this service. 

Mr. TILSON. Then the gentleman is of the opinion that 
more power and authority should be given to the administrative 
officers in connection with this matter'! · 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes; we huve got to do that. 
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Mr. THATCHER. Thus it has come about that the Govern

ment has gone out of this operation and private enterprise bas 
stepped into it and. is meeting all the requirements involved. 

The practical knowledge and experience which bas been de
rived and will be derived from air-mail operation will also 
prove of the grente: t advantage to our military service and to 
our commercial operations. In the light of the marvelous 
progress which has already ·been made in aTiation, it is hardly 
possible to visualize what to-morrow will bring forth. 

To-day we haTe had in the galleries of the House the two 
distinguished French aYiators who have just arriYed in Wash
ington after a 23,000-mile :flight beginning at Paris, and which 
•panued the Atlantic sea and led northward through Latin 
America to our own shores. They are carrying forward, in a 
glorious way, the aTiation work of a great people who have 
::;hown every aptitude for a-viation. 

If the air mail ervice of our own country had done no more 
than develop--as it did de\elop--the "Lone Eagle of the Skies," 
the heroic Lindbergh, that senice \Vould have justified its cost 
a hundredfold. [Applause.] 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. STEVENso~]. 

Mr. STEVENSON. l\Ir. Chairman, since this Congress has 
assembled there ha been considerable uneasiness expressed 
in certain quarters with reference to the extensive loans by 
the Federal resene banks, especially in New York, known as 
brokers' loans, made not by the Federal re erve banks but 
by member banks, and it has come to the point where all sorts 
of remedies are being proposed. 

For instance, we have before us in the Banking and Cur
rency Committee a resolution introduced by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. DrCKr~soN] in behalf, I suppose, of agricul
ture, in which he proposed to fix the law so that in a Federal 
reserve city-
as now . or h~reafter defined, and the Federal Reserve Board finds that 
such member bank makes extensive loans for use in dealing in securi
ties on the stock exchange or in unlisted securities not eligible tor 
rediscount in a Federal reserve bank, the board may require such 
m~mber bank to hold and maintain with the Federal reserve bank 
of its district an actual net balance, in excess o! the balance requ:iJ:ed 
in paragraph (c), in such amount as the board deems necessary to 
insure the afety of the member bank; but the total balance required 
to be so held and maintained by such member bank shall not be in 
excess of an amount equal to 20 per cent of the aggregate amount 
of its demand deposits and 5 per cent of its time deposits. 

That resolution merely expresses the feeling that has grown 
up and is a tentative opinion as to wl1at can be done and what 
can not be done from time to time. You will notice that the 
resolution says that "when the member bank makes extensive 
loans." "\Vho is to determine what is an "extensive loan "! 
The fact is it is entirely unworkable. In addition to that, it 
penalizes one bank because it has· made extensive loans, but 
that would not amount to anything if the business is large. 

I do not expect to diPcuss the unworkable conditions of the 
resolution. 

What ha begun and what has gone on and what can be 
done! Speculation in stocks bas gone on until the people 
begin to be alarmed at the enormous investments of resenes 
carried in the Federal reserve banks being loaned to member 
banks and by those placed with brokers who are dealing in 
stocks and securities that were not rediscountable in Fede1·al 
reserve bank . 

It got to the point where there was so much discussion that 
the President of the United States saw fit to come out with a 
statement, which was all right, but which I think was a mis
take, but he made it on his responsibility and judgment. 

That did to a certain extent relie\e the pres ure for a little 
while. But the thing went on until criticism became very 
active in a good many quarters, and you will notice what the 
result has been, and you will notice that it is a legitimate 
result. 

The fir t thing was the raising of the discount rate in Chicago 
from 3% to 4 per ceut. That was a temporary setback to the 
market, and the newspapers said there was a shrinkage of a 
billion dollars in one day. Maybe that is true. There was a 
temporary fall on securities to that extent. That was simply 
the beginning of the program which no doubt was properly 
begun by the Federal ReEeiTe Board in suggesting tile bring
ing about of the slowing down of what seems to be a speculative 
market. They let that stand for a few days, and the market 
steadied itself, and then the Dallas bank raised its discount 
rate to 4 per cent. 

From that time on, about once a week one of the banks raised 
its rediscount rate until nearly all are up to 4 per cent, nnd 
the apparent speculative borrowing has been largely curtailed. 

That is the way in '\\-bich the J:t~ederal reserve bank can act, 
and not by some ironclad proposition by which you have got 
to step into a city where a bank is loaning extensively in that 
kind of paper and say to it, "You mu t be penalized by keeP
ing a larger reserve against your deposits." I do not know, but 
I imagine that this has gone on m1til all but one or two of the 
banks have put their rates up to 4 per cent~ They did not do it 
all at once, and it was well advised that they did not. At one 
time when the sentiment was becoming a little scary, and when 
there was great criticism of this wi<le extension of loans in the 
stock market , if at that time there had been at once a raise 
of the rate of discount in all of the Federal reserve banks 
there would baTe been an alarming cataclysm in the stock 
market which might have ruined many good issues for the time 
being. 

The Federal Reserve Board, as I conceive it, is following the 
line it should follow when it sees a situation of that kind 
develop. It gives a cushion to the fall, and it goes at it gradu
ally, and raises the discount rate gradually, and it is doing it 
to-day. The result is that without any great wrench in the 
market we have an example of what the reserve board and the 
reserve system can do, judiciously and quietly, starting away 
off from the center of speculation, to steady things and stop 
that which is tending to become too speculative. 

A question was raised some· time ago when the Federal Re
serve Board insisted on t11e Chicago bank lowering its rates. 
Some very rash talk was indulged in here by some men whose 
knowledge I conceive they think to be ultimate about that 
to the effect that the Federal Reserve Board has no right to 
require a bank to either lower or raise its rate of discouut. 
All of you remember that. It was lowered at a time when there 
was surplus of money and at a time when, especially in the 
West in the great Chicago section, the crops were moving, 
where cheap money was desirable; and that was brought about 
by that very action. Not much has been said about that in 
the Hou e of Representatives, and I conceive that the Federal 
Reserve Board was entirely within its rights. It hardly ever 
exercises that right, because a mere suggestion from them to 
any board of directors of any one of the banks is enough to 
bring about a change in the rediscount rates. In that instance 
their right to do this was· questioned. I take advantage of 
this opportunity to read to you a few lines of the Federal 
reserve act, which confers the power upon them, which was 
vigorously challenged by some people in and around Wash
ington. 

Tbe discount nnd rediscount by pmchase and sale by any Federal 
reserve bank of any bills receivable and of domestic and foreign bills or 
exchange and acceptances, authorized by this act, shall be subject to 
such r~strictions, limitations, and r-egulations as may be imposed by 
the Federal Reserve Board. 

If that does not giYe them the right to regulate the rate which 
they shall charge, I can not conc~ive of anything that is more 
calculated to do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina ba. expired. 

l\fr. BYRXS. 1\fr. Chairman, I yield fiYe minutes more to the 
gentleman. 

1\fr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. STEVEXSOX Yes. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Also, in Yiew of the fact that the 

Federal reserve banks are banks of issue, does not the gentle
man think it is wise that that authority be conferred upon some 
centralized agency such as the Federal Reserve Boa1·d? 

l\Ir. STEVENSON. I do. I think it was wisely conferred, 
and I think it is explicitly conferred, and I think that generally 
it has been wisely exercised. I think it was wisely exercised 
in the Chicago case last year, when they needed cheap money in 
that country where they were moving the crops. 

Mr. MORTO~ D. HULL. And there is another paragraph 
that relates to the right of review, with reference to the powers 
of the board. 

Mr. STEYE~SON. The paragraph to which the gentleman 
r2fers says the Federal resene banks have the right " to estab
lish from time to time, subject to review and determination of 
the Federal Reserve Board, rates of discount to be charged," 
and so forth. If only the right to " review " was given, the 
power of the board might be questioned, but words were used to 
mean something, and "determination" was added evidently to 
allow the board power to change the rate after it reviewed it; 
and they exercised that right in the Chicago case, reviewed the 
rate in existence, decided it was too high for the then existing 
conditions, and " determined" the desirable rate and directed it 
to be inaugurated. The sweeping power to regulate all condi-
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tions of discount cited above is inconsistent with any other 
construction. 

When they get ready to say on 'vhat conditions the Federal 
reserve bank can buy paper of member banks, one of the very 
important conditions is th~ question of what rate of discount 
they shall charge. With regard to all of this, the Banking and 
Currency Committee to-day is being flooded with resolutions 
and bills looking to fixing the rate of interest that shall be 
charged, and all that kind of thing, and fixing a great many of 
the other things that are left in the power of the board. 

Let us for a moment look a t what the board can do and 
what it does and how it does manage to regulate speculative 
conditions. In the first place, it can raise and lower the rate 
of discount, and it has raised it in nearly all of the banks, and 
thereby they judiciously curb what appears to be a coming 
speculative era. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
LEAVE OF .ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol
lows: 

To Mr. BLAND for an indefulite period on account of illness 
in his family. ' 

To JHr. WILLIAMS of Missouri (nt the request of Mr. CocnRAN 
of Missouri), for three days, on account of illness. 

ADJOURNMENT 
1\lr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 

adjourn. 
_The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 44 

mmutes p. m.) the House adjourned, under the order previously 
made, until Monday, February 13, 1928, at 12 o'clock noon. In addition to that they ha>e two powers. First, they can go 

on the open market and buy or sell paper. They have always 
from $300,000,000 to $500,000,000 of paper which they can sell COl\IMITTEE HEARINGS 
and put on the market, and when the markets become specula-
tive, in the places where that apparent speculation needs to be Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com-
curbed, the question of withdrawing circulation of money in mittee hearings scheduled for Saturday, February 11, 1928, as 
that vicinity arises, and what do they do? They take their _reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees: 
acceptances and short-time United States paper and say, "Go 
out and sell $500,000,000 of this paper." (I use these figures as 
an illustration; they may be much larger than the fact.} They 
put ~t on the market and ~tti"act people who have money in 
bank, and they buy this paper quickly and readily·; and so the 
money is drawn out of the banks and paid into the Federal 
I'eserve bauks and they lock it up, and that money is taken out 
of circulation to that extent. If they have made money a little 
scarcer, they have stopped the speculative era, because they 
have stopped the floating of loans on ineligible collateral. 

And then, again, when money is tight and they realize that 
industry and business is being hampered witll the tightness of 
money, then what do they do? They lower the discount rate 
and give directions to buy a large amount of these acceptances, 
the short-time paper, the paper that is always gilt edged and 
will be coming in, and they send out and buy from $300,000,000 
to $500,000,000 of it, and put it in their tills, and put the 
money in circulation. 

And there you have a loosening up of money by these two 
processes under the Federal Reserve Board, through the Fed
eral reserve banks having exercised the power, and in my judg
ment they have usually exercised it judiciously, either to ease 
business, on the one hand, or to curb a speculative era on the 
other. And for that reason I think it is well that we might 
stop and C(lnsider very carefully the many propositions that 
are being made to hamper and tie up this board and fix rates 
so that they can not use them for the purpose for which they 
were created, for the purpose of stabilizing business and sup
plying money to business when it needs it and withdrawing 
money when it does not need it. Sometimes mistakes have been 
made as to the proper treatmeht and bad results have followed, 
but usually the prudent, careful handling of these forces have 
been the safety of business. [Applause.] 

'l'he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. MICHENER, Chairman of the Committee 
of the \Vhole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
10G35) making appropriations for the Treasury and Post Office 
Departments for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and for 
other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 

SONS OF UNION VETERANS OF THID CIVIL WAR 

Mr. BEERS. 1\Ir. Speaker, I offer a privileged resolution, 
which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
a privileged resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House Resolut ion 58 

Resolved, That there shall -be printed as a House · document the pl·o
ceedings of the annual report of the forty-sixth annual encampment by 
the commander in chief of Sons of Union Veterans of the Civil War 
for the year 1927, with accompanying illustrations. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu
tion. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. This resolution, as I under
stand it, is. a unanimous repo1't from the committee? 

Mr. BEERS. Yes. 

COMMITTEE 0~ APPROPRIATIONS 
(10.30 a. m.) 

Department of Agriculture appropriation bill. 
COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHAJ.'\T MARINE AND FISHERIES 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
To amend an act entitled "An act for the regulation of radio 

communications," approved February 23, 1927 (H. R. 8825). 
COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE 

(10 a.m.} 
Granting the consent of Congress to the Gt·eat Falls Bridge 

Co. to construct a bridge across the Potomac River (H. R. 
7340). 

Authorizing the Great Falls Bridge Co., its successors and 
assigns, to construct, maintain, and O~}erate a bridge across the 
Potomac River at or near the Great Falls (H. R. 9830). 

Granting the consent of Congress to the Dela~vare & New 
Jersey Bridge Corporation, a corporation of the State of Dela
ware, domiciled ~t ":limington, Del., its suet:essors and assigns, 
to construct, mamtam, and operate a bridge across the Deln
ware River (H. R. 7725}. 

Granting the consent of Congress to Stranahan Harris & 
Oatis, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of 
Ohio, and Edward Ball, of the county of Duval State of Flor
ida, their successors and assigns, to construct.' maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Delaware River (H. R. 8287}. 

For Monda!/, Febr-uary 13, 1928 
COMMI'ITEE ON THE POST O~ICE AND POST ROADS 

(10 a. m.} 
~o amend Title II of an act approved February 28, 1925, regu

latmg postal rates (H. R. 9296). 
COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS 

(10.30 a. m.) 
To provide for the increase of the Naval Establishment (H. R. 

7359}. 

REPORTS Oli' COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS ASD 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
:Mr. McLEOD: Committee on Patents. H. J. Res. 36. A 

resolution to amend section 3 of the joint resolution entitled 
"Joint resolution for the purpose of promoting efficiency, for the 
utilization of the resources and industries of the United States, 
etc.," approved February 8, 1918 ; without amendment ( llept. 
No. 621}. Referred to the House Calendar. 

ADYEUSE REPORTS 
Under cia use 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. DYElR: Committee on the Judiciary. H. Res. 96. A 

resolution rE:>questing the Attorney General to furni ·h informa
tion regarding violation of the antitrust laws by the fertilizer 
corporations and penalties, if any, imposed; adverse (Rept. No. 
622}. Laid on the table. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

Under clause 2 of Rule :X....~II, the Committee on Appropria
tions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
4493) for the relief of Hugh S. Gibson, and the same was t·e
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 
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PUBLIC BILLS A...l\fD RESOLUTIONS 

Under clau. e 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOWMAN: A bill (H. R. 10798) to regulate the 
practice of the healing art to protect the public health in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Al o, a bill (H. R. 10199) for the lease of land and the 
erection of a po ·t office at Philippi, W. Va., and for other pur
poses ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HASTIXGS: A bill (H. R. 10800) to authorize an 
appropriation for the relief of the State of Oklahoma en ac
count of roads and bl'idges damaged or destroyed by the recent 
ftood, to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. LEATHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 10801) for the ex
change of certain lands situated in the Fort Douglas Military 
Re ervation, in the State. of Utah, for watershed lands in Red 
Butte Canyon, between T. Arthm· Moore and the Government 
of the United States and fot· other purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 10802) to amend section 484 
of the tariff act of 1922; to the Committee on Ways and 
lleans. . 

By Mr. SO~IERS of New York: A bill (H. R. 10803) . to pre
vent th'e manufacture, sale, , or transportation of improperly 
labeled or misbranded paint, turpentine, and linseed oil; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mi·. SELVIG: A bill (H. R. 10804) to amend the act 
entitled "An act to carry into effect provisions of the convention 
between the United States and Great Britain to regulate the 
level of Lake of the Woods concluded on the 24th day of 
February, 1925," approved May 22, 1926 ; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. SINCLAIR: .A bill (H. R. 10805) to amend section 1 
of the tariff act of 1922; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr . .ANTHONY: .A bill (H. R. 10806) authorizing the city 
of Atchison, Kans., and the county of Buchanan, Mo .• or either 
of them, to construct, maintain, and operate a toll bridge across 
the Mis ouri River at or near Atchison, Kans. ; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FULMER: .A bill (H. R. 10807) to establish and 
maintain a pecan experimental station . at or near the city of 
Orangeburg; S. C. ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R. 10808) authorizing an ~ppro
priation for the erection of a monument or marker at Elizabeth
ton, Tenn. ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 10809) to provide qualifications for the 
superintendents of national cemeteries -and national military 
parks ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEA: .A bill (H. R. 10810) to limit the location of 
stations, substations, and branch post offices; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McSWAIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 198) to 
authorize the Department of State to issue pas ports without 
charge to farmers traveling in Europe to study agricultural 
methods; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 199) to in
crease the annual rate of compensation of the Capitol police; to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ANDRESEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 200) to 
amend section 10 of the act entnled "An act to establish the 
upper Mississippi River wild life and :fish refuge," approved 
June 7, 1924; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McSWAIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 201) to pro
hibit the employment of armed forces- to intervene in domestic 
affairs of any foreign country; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

PRIYATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. CANFIELD: A bill (H. R. 10811) granting an in

erease of pension to Isopbene Ward; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bi11 (H. R. 10812) for the relief of Donald M. David
son; to the CollliDittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAREW : A bill (H. R. 10813) for the relief of the 
parents of Donard Murphy; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a 'bill (H. R. 10814) for the relief of the parents of 
Emmett Murphy, deceased; to the Committee on ·war Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10815) for tbe relief of the parents of 
Garnet Murphy; to the Committee-on War Clai.ms. 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 10816) granting a pension to 
Christine A, Chester; to tbe Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H. R. 10817) to provide for Sllit 
against the United States by the Merrill Engineering Co. ; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 10818) granting an increase of 
pension to Jennie M. Searle; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ENGLAND: A bill (H. R. 10819) authorizing im- · 
p-rovement of the Great Kanawha River between Point Pleasant . 
and Deepwater, W. Va.; to the Committee on Rivers and, j 
Harbors. 

By Mr. FENN: A bill (H. R. 10820) granting an increase of I 
pension to Ella Winchester ; to the Committee ~n Invalid i 
Pensions. · 

By Mr. W. T. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 10821) for the I 
relief of Fl.·ank Lytre and Otis Anne Lytle; to the Committee on : 
Claim. · 

By Mr. GARRETT of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10822) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucy G. Foster; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 10823) granting an increase 
of pension to Geor-gianna G. Thayer ; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 10824) for the relief of 
Edward H. Cotcher; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 10825) granting an increase 
of pension to Lenora V. Ruley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. · 

Also, a bill (H. n. 10826) granting an increase of pension to . 
Ruth .A. Sharer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10827) granting a pension to Susan A. 
Riffie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10828) granting a pension to Viola Devore; 
to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10829) granting a pe-nsion to Hannah 0. 
Oliver ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: .A bill (H. R. 10830) 
granting a pension to Mary Lynch Ickes; to the Committee on 

· Pensions. 
By lli. JOHNSON of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10831) granting 

· an increase of pension to Bridget Mullins ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Penslon~. 

By Mr. KEARNS: A bill (H. R. 10832) granting an increase 
of pension to Samantha Snider ;- to tbe Committe on Invalid 
Pen ·ions: 

By 1\Ir. KIESS: A hill (H. R. 10833) granting a.n increase of 
pension to Alice Black ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mrs. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 10834) grunting a pension 
to Charles Vogle ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10835) granting a pension to William -
Wells; .to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R_ 10836) granting a pension to S. ,V. Greer; 
to the Committee on Pen ions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10837) granting a pension to Catherine 
Grace; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10838) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Combs; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LETTS: A bill (H. R. 10839) for the relief of 
Shrader Drug Co. ; to the Committee on Ways and l\feans. 

By ~Ir. l\IcS,VAIN: A bill (H. R. 10840) granting a pension 
to Matt J. Gaines; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O'BRIEN: A bill (H. R. 10841) granting an in-crease 
of pension to Catherine A. Curran; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. O'CONXOR of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 10842) to 
provide for a survey of Bayou Ten·e aux Boeuf, La., with a 
view to maint.ain:ing an adequate channel of suitable width· to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10843) to provide tor a survey ot Bayou 
Bienvenue, La., with a view to maintaining an adequate chan
nel of suitable width and depth ; to tlle Committee on Rivers 
and Harbor. 

By Mr. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 10844) granting an increase . 
of pension to Sarah Hubbard : to the Committee on Pensions. 

By 1\fr. RIDED of New York: A bill (H. R. 10845) granting 
an increase of pension to Harriet I. Inman; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOMERS of N"ew York: .A bill (H. R. 10846) for 
the relief of Sophie K. Stephens ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10847) to change the military record of 
Thomas ;r. Hayden; to the Committee on !\lilitai'Y Affairs. 

By Mr. STALKER: A bill (H. R. 10848) granting an increase 
of pension to- Louise D. Warriner; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (·H. R. 10849) granting an increase of pension to-
Susan F. Winchell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10850) granting an ipcrease of pension to 

Annie C. '~albridge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10851) granting an increase of pension to 

Ellen ln. Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SWICK: A bill (H. R. 10852) granting an increase 

of pension to Sarah Steward ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TABER: A bill (H. R. 10~53) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary A. Westlake; to the Committee on ln\alid 
Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 10854) providing for the 
examination and suiTey of the Auglaize River in Ohio, and its 
tributaries; the Blanchard Rh·er and the Ottawa River, com
monly called Hog Creek, and their tributaries; to the Committee 
on Flood Control. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10855) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. Roop; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 10856) granting an in
crease of pension to Jennie Hollern; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By :Mr. YATES: .A bill (H. R. 10857) granting an increase of 
pension to James Shaw; to t;tle Committee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Und.er clau e 1 of Rule XXII. petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred a~ follows : 
3616. By Mr. BACHMANN: Petition of l\Ir. and Mrs. Walter 

Ritz and 102 signatures of other citizens of Wheeling, Ohio 
~ounty, W. Va., protesting against the Lankford Sunday observ
ance bill (H. R. 78) ; to the Committee on the Dil:!trict of 
Columbia. 

3617. By 1\Ir. BEER~: Petition of members of Blue Ridge 
Council, No. 453, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, 
favoring restricted immigration; to the Committee on Immigra
tion and Naturalization. 

3618. By l\.Ir. BOWMAN: Petition against House bill 78, 
known as the compulsory Sunday observance law, submitted by 
petitioners from West Virginia; to the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. 

3619. By Mr. BURTON: Memorial of Springbank Quarterly 
Meeting of Frit'nds Church, in congregation as embled, at Plain
view, Nel>r., February 4, 1928, protesting against the proposed 
naval program contemplating the expenditme of $740,000,000 
to increase the strength of the Navy; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 
. 3620. Also, report and resolutions adopted at the recent State 
convention of the Ohio Council of Churches, Columbus, Ohio, 
regarding international good will, arranging for representation 
at the centennial celebration of the American Peace Society, in
dorsing membership in the World Court, opposing the building of 
a competitive Navy, and other matters; to the Committee on 
]foreign .Affairs. 

3621. By Mr. CARSS : Petition by the Duluth Council for 
Pt·evention of War, for reduction of armaments; to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

3622. Also, petition of Dulutll (Minn.) Council for the Preven
tion of Wl:lr, composed of delegates from religious, fraternal, 
economic, and political organizations of Duluth, Minn., protest
ing against the adoption of the $2,500,000,000 building program 
for the Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

3623. By Mr. CARTER: Petition of Hayward Post, No. 68, 
American Legion, of Hayward, Calif., urging the passage of the 
Tyson-Fitzgerald bill (S. 777 and H. R. 500); to the Committee 
on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

3624. Also, petition of Hayward Chamber of Commerce, Hay
ward, Calif., urging the passage of the Tyson-Fitzgerald bill 
(S. 777 and H. R. 500) ; to the Committee on World W~ 
Veterans' Legislation. 

3625. Also, petition of California Cherry Growers' Associa
tion, requestiug a commission be . appointed to inquire into the 
l:tbor situation in California before a quota is established with 
Mex~o; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

3626. By :Mr. CRAIL: Petition of @proximately 300 citizens 
of Los Angeles County, Calif., against the passage of House bill 
78, or any other similar legislation ; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

3627. Also, petition of approximately 50 citizens of Los An
geles County, Calif., in favor of the Civil War pension bill; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3628. By M.r. DEMPSEY: Petition of citizens of Buffalo, 
N. Y., against Brookhart bill, which affects the motion-picture 
industry ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

3629. By Mr. DREWRY: Petition of c-itizens of Victoria 
County, Va., against the Lank-ford Sunday bill; to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

3630. Also, petition of citizens of Sussex County, Va., against 
the compulsory Sunday obser\ance bill (H. R. 78) ; to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

3631. By Mr. DYER: Petition of the American Dental Asso
ciation of St. Louis, giving its unqualified indorsement to the 
Parker bill (H. R. 5766) ; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

3632. Also, petition of citizens of St. Loui. , Mo.. protesting 
against the Brookhart bill; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

3633. Also, petition of Lottie Reese et ul., Shelbyville, Ind., 
against Lankford Sunday observanc-e bnr; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

3634. By :Mr. EVANS of Montana : Petition of Guy Davis 
and other residents of Schatz, Mont., protesting against the 
passage of House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

3635. By Mr. FENN: Resolutions of the Connecticut State 
Federation of Women's Clubs (Inc.), indorsing Senate bills 
1181 and 1183 and House bills 357 and 6091, with reference to 
an adequate national forestry" policy; to the Committee on Agri
cultm·e. 

3636. By Mr. FISHER: Petition of J. E. Grinnell and 87 
other persons of Shelby County, Tenn., in favor of an increase 
of penffion for the Civil War \eterans and their widows; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3637. By Mr. FREEMAN: Petition of H. I. Petti , of Nor
wich, and others from Baltic, Jewett City, Taftville, torrington, 
and Mystic, Conn., protesting against the pa8sage of compulsory 
Sunday ob ervance bill (H. R. 78), known a the Lankford bill; 
to the Committee on the Di trict of Columbia. 

3638. Also, petition of Mrs. Charles W. Avery and others, of 
Norwich, Conn., protesting again~t compul. ory Sunday observ
ance bill (H. R. 78) ; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

3639. Also, petition of Harold J. Peckham and others, of 
Waterford, Conn., against compulsory Sunday observance law, 
Lankford bill (H. R. 78) ; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

3640. Also, petition of James W. Freiberger and others, of 
New London, Conn., against compulsory Sunday observance, 
Lankford bill (H. R. 78) ; to the Committee on the Di ·trict of 
Columbia. 

3641. Also, petition of C. P. Little and others, of Eastford. 
Conn., against compulsory Sunday obset:vance. Lankford bill 
(H. R. 78) ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3642. Also, petition of Mrs. N. I. Y er-g a son and others, or 
Waterford, Conn., protesting against compulsory Sundny ob
servance. Lankford bill (H. R. 78) : to U1e Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

3643. Also, petition of Justin H. Peckham and others, of Gales 
Ferry, Conn., protesting against compulsory Sunday ob. ervance, 
Lankford bill (H. R. 78) ; to the Committee on the Di. trict of 
Columbia. 

3644. By Mr. GARBER: Petition of the resident" of Woods 
County, Okla., against compulsory Sw1day observance as em
bodied in House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

3645. Also, petition of the residents of Ringwood, Okla., Pl"O
testing against the enactment of Hou e bill 78 for compulsory 
Sunday observance ; to the Committee on the Distlict of 
Columbia. 

3646. Also, petition of the re idents of Alva, Okla., protesting 
to the passage of House bill 78 for com.Pulsory Sunday ob
servance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3647. Also, petition of the residents of Alfalfa County, in 
protest to the passage of House bill 78 for compulsory Sunday 
observance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3648. Also, petition of the residents of Texas County, in pro
test to the passage of House bill 78 for compulsory Stmday 
ob ervance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3649. Also, petition of the residents of Enid, Okla., in protest 
to the passage of House bill 78 for compul ory Sunday oiJ
servance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3650. Also, letter from 1\fary Rouse Hyde, Washington, D. C., 
urging support of t11e Welch bill (H. R. 6518) to amend the re
classification bill for civil employees; to the Committee on the 
Civil Service. 

3651 . .Also, letter from Loriug, Short & Harmon, Portland, 
Me., urging support of House bill :1:1, popularly known as the 
Capper-Kelly fair price bill; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 
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3652. Also, petition of the residents of Lamont, Okla., urging 

the enactment o1 legislation for- the relief of the Civil War 
veterans and thei1· widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

3653. By Mr. AUF DER HEIDE: Petition of 45 residents of 
Hudson County, N. J., prote ting against House bill 78, Sunday 
observance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3654. Also, petition of 65 citizens of Hudson County, N. J. 
(Union City, West New Yo1·k, and North Bergen), protesting 
against House bill 78, Sunday obsenance bill; to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

3655. Also, petition of 180 citizens of Hudson County, N. J., 
protesting against House bill 78, Sunday observance bill; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3656. By Mr. HUDSPETH: Petition of citizens of VanZandt 
County, Tex., indorsing House bill 5581, to prevent gambling in 
cotton future ; to tlte Committee on the Judiciary. 

3007. Al o, petition of residents of Nolan County, Tex., in
dorsing House bill 5581, to prevent gambling in cotton futures ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
· 3658. Also, petition of Catholic men of El Paso, Tex., against 
the Curtis-Reed bill; to the Committee on Education. 

3659. By Mr. HAM:\fER: Petition of Southet·n Quarterly 
Meeting of Friend"', held at Friendsville, N. C., the 28th of 
January, 1928, protesting against any increase in our Navy; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

3660. By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Petition of Elder 
A. R. Bell and 1,999 other citizens of 'l'acoma, Pierce County, 
Wash., opposing compulsory Sunday ob ervance legislation; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3661. Also, petition of R. F. Moon and 19 other citizens of 
Tacoma, Wash., opposing enactment of compul ory Sunday ob
~ervance legislation ; to the Committee on the District of Colum
bia. 

3662. Also, petition of 24 citizens of Lewis County, Wah., 
opposing compulsory Sunday observance l~gislation; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3663. Also, petition of 137 citizens of Pacific County, Wash., 
favoring increased pensions for Civil War soldiers and widows; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3664. By Mr. KEARNS : Petition of citizens of New Rich
mond, Ohio, m·ging a vote on the Civil War pension bill; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3665 . .Also, memorial of the Taliaferro Chapter, Daughters 
of the American Revolution, Georgetown, Ohio, requesting the 
pas age of House Joint Resolution 11, to adopt an official flag 
code of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3666. By Mr. KERR: Petition of the North Carolina State 
Beekeepers' Association, protesting against the passage of the 
corn-sugar legu Iation or any similar bill which would likewise 
weaken the pure food law ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

366T. By MI·. LETTS : Petition of Gustav Wiesel and other 
citizens of Muscatine, Iowa, protesting against the passage of 
House bill 78 ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3668. Also, petition of E. Anthony and other citizens of Dav
enport, Iowa, protesting against the pa ~sage of House bill 78 ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3669. Also, petition of P. B. Fuhlendorf and other citizens of 
Davenport, Iowa, protesting agaihst the passage of House bill 
78 ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3670. By Mr. MANLOVE: Petition signed by 16 citizens of 
Vernon County, Mo., including William Alexander and B. L. 
Hurt, protesting against the Lankford compulsory Sunday ob
servance bill ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

-3671. Also, petition signed by 47 citizens of Nevada, Mo., in
cluding Mrs. J. B. Willard, H. C. Ware, E. E. Jones, and E. J. 
Nestor, protesting against the Lankford compulsory Sunday ob
servance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3672. Also, petition signed by 63 citizens of Vernon, Mo., in
cluding George l\1. Dunkin, W. L. Mesplay, and C. A. Logan, 
protesting against the Lankford compulsor-y Sunday observance 
bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3673. Also, petition signed by 23 citizens of Nevada, Mo., in
cluding Grace E. Milner and Mrs. J. A. Walker, protesting 
against the Lanld'ord compulsory Sunday ob~ervance bill ; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3674. Also, petition signed by 24 citizens of La.mnr, Mo., in
cluding Cath~rin Griffin, Mary H. Hall, Julia S. McKee, and 
Mary E. Cross, favoring an increase in pension for widows of 
Civil War veterans ; to the Committee- on Invalid Pensions. 

3675. Also, petition signed by 36 citizens of Ti.ft: City, Mo., in
cluding Mrs. Archie Chase, William M. Marsh, Martha A; 
Devine, Laura Eppersm1, and Mrs. A. Wilks, favoring increase 
in peRSion for widows of veterans of the Civil Wa~; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3676. Petition signed by !}1 citizens - of Barton and Jasper 
Counties, Mo., including Edwin Preston, F. S. Bryant, F. M. 
Kunkler, and Charles J. Te ter, favoring increased pensions for 
widows of veterans of the Civil War; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

3677. Petition signed by 2() citizens of Lawrence County, Mo~ 
including Mr. and ~lr . J. D. Wells, of Mount Vernon, Mo., 
protesting against the Lankford compulsory Sunday ob ervanee 
bill ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3678. Petition signed by 25 citizens of Joplin, :Mo., including 
N. Ro enberg, protesting against the Lankford compulsory Sun
day observance bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. · 

3679. Petition signed by 23 citizens of Joplin, Mo., including 
Edith Norsworthy, Mattie Button, and Alma Humphrey, pro
testing against the Lankford compulsory Sunday observance 
bill; to the Committee on the Dishict of Columbia. 

3680. Petition ~igned by 13 citizens of Joplin, Mo., including 
J. B. Steiner, Mrs. H. Smith, and Martha Warner, protesting 
against the Lankford compulsory Sunday observance bill ; t<> 
the Committee on the Di trict of Columbia. 

3681. Petition signed by 41 citizens of Carthage, Mo., includ
ing W. H. Wood and John Harrison, protesting against the 
Lankford compulsory Sunday observance bill ; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

3682. Petition signed by 73 citizens of Vernon County, 1\:lo., in
cluding George F. Sage11:y, protesting against the Lankford com
pulsory Sunday ob ervance bill ; to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia. · _ 

3683. Petition signed by 24 citizens of Joplin, Mo., including 
Cadi Klein and Mrs. G. Potlitzer, protesting- against the Lank
ford compulsory Sunday observancec bill ; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

3684. Also, petition ~igned by 73 citizens of Jasper County, 
Mo., including H. R. Milbur, W. D. Linder, B. Moore, and Fred 
Ambrose, p1·otesting against the Lankford compulsory Sunday 
observance bilf; to the Committee on the Distlict of Columbia. 

3685. Also, petition signed by 44 citizens of Carthage, Mo., in
cluding Mrs. U. ll. Davis, protesting against the Lankford com
pulsory Sunday obserrn.nce bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

3686. By Mr. MILLIGAN: Petition signed by citizens of Polo, 
Mo., advocating the increasing of pensions fo1· veterans of the 
Civil War and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

3687. By Mr. MORROW': Petition of Apache L()dge, Brother
hood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, East Las Vegas, 
N. Mex., requesting favorable action on Senate bin 1482, abol
ishing the use of injunctions in labor disputes; to the Committee 
·on Labor. 

3688. Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce, Santa Fe, N. 
Mex., protesting against that part of the Box bill which restl'icts 
Latin-American iQl.IIligration; to the Committee on Immigra
tion and Naturalization. 

3689. By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of llev. R. E. Conrad and 
the membership of the Freeport Presbyterian Ohurcll, protest
ing against the big naval program ; t~ the Committee on Appro
priations. 

3690-. By :Mr. NEWTON : Petition of H. A. Salton, of Min
neapolis, and others, against compulsory Sunday observance-; to 
the Committe on the District of Columbia. 

3691. By Mr. RAMSEYER: Petition of residents · of Powe
shiek and Jasper Counties, Iowa, protesting against the passage 
of House bill 78, or any other compulsory Sunday observance
legislation ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3692. Also, petition of resident" of Mahaska County, Iowa, 
protesting against the pa. sage of Hou ~e bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunnay observance legislation ; to the Committee on 
the District of ColUI11bia. 

3693. By Mr. SA~"DERS of New York: Petition of E. L. 
Kennedy and 37 citizens of Lyndonville, N. Y., and near-by 
villages, protesting agninst the Lankf<>rd compulsory Sunday 
<>bservance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3694. By Mr. SCHNEIDER: Petition of numerous citizens of 
Brown County, Wis., protesting against the enactment of House 
bill 78, or any other bill enforcing the observance of the 
Sabbath; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3695. Also, petition of eight citizens of Green Bay, Wis., pro
testing against the enactment of compulsory Sunday observance 
legislation; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

. 3600. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Green Bay, Wis., 
protesting against the enactment of House bill 78~ or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance bill ; to t11e Committee on the 

· District of Coluinhla. 
3697. By Mr. SMITH: Petition signed by Kenneth Leaper 

and 23.2 o~ ci.t.Uens of Twin. Falls, Idaho~_ protesting against 
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tne enactment of any compulsory Sunday observance legisla
tion ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3698. Also, petition signed by Della Casper and 201 other 
residents of Ada County, Idaho, protesting against the enact
ment of any compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3699. Also, petition signed by E. J. ·whiteside and 15 other 
re idents of Idaho Falls, Idaho, protesting against the enact
ment of any compulsory Stmday ob~·eryance legislation; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3700. Also, petition signed by Mrs. A. W. Jollnson and 73 
other residents of Buhl, Idaho, protesting against the enactment 
of any compulsory Sunday obsenance legislation; to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 
- 3701. By Mr. STALKER: Petition of l\lrs. Sate L. Retan and 

other citizens of Bath, N. Y., urging the enactment of legislation 
for an increa e in pension for Civil War veterans and their 
widows ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3702. By Mr. STEELE: Petition of 28 citizens of Atlanta, 
Fulton Cotmty, Ga., protesting again t tlle Lank-ford Sunday 
observance bill (H. R. 78) ; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. · 

3703. By l\lr. STRO:XG of Kansas. Petitions of voters of Dick
inson County, Kans., urging enactment of legi. ·lation to increase 
the pensions of Civil War veterans and their widows; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3704. By l\Ir. SWING : Petition of citizen of San Diego 
County, Calif., prote ting against compul ory Sunday ob erv
ance laws; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3705. By 1\ir. THO)IPSON: Resolution of the Antwerp Cham
ber of Commerce, Antwerp, Ohio, favoring an appropriation to 
continue work to control the European corn borer; to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

3706. Also, petition of 56 residents o:f Pandora, Ohio, protest
ing against the Sunday observance bi11 (H. R. 78) ; to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

3707. By Mr. THURSTON': Petition of 125 citizens of Center
ville, Iowa, petitioning the Congress to pass legislation increas
ing the amount of pension of Civil War :veterans and their 
dependants; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3708. By 1\Ir. WELCH of California: Petition from C. Doyen, 
containing 161 signatures, residents of San Francisco, Calif., 
favoring the passage of the Welch bill (H. R. 6518) reclassify
ing the salaries of the United States Federal employees; to the 
Committee on the Civil Service. 

3709. By l\Ir. WYANT: Petition of Marion Park, president 
Bryn Mawr College, Bryn 1\Iawr, Pa., indorsing House bill 
9284 and Senate bill 2450; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

3710. Also, petition of national legit:lative committee of the 
American Legion, indorsing Wurzbach amendment, Army appro
priation bill; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

3711. Also, petition of Safe Deposit & Trust Co., Greensburg, 
Pa., indorsing Capper-Ketcham bill; to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

3712. Also, petition of residents of Greensburg, Westmore
land County, Pa., protesting against Hou ·e bill 78; to the Com
mittee on the Dis trict of Columbia. 

3713. ALso, petition of Greensburg Council, No. 82, Order of 
Independent Americans, Greensburg, Pa., indorsing bill to pro
vicle necessary funds to enforce restrictive immigration laws; to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

3714. Also, petition of Board of Supervisors of Wayne County, 
1\fich., praying that Fort Wayne, lying within the corporate 
limits of the city of Detroit, be ceded to Wayne County for 
use as a public park; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

3715. By Mr. YATES : Petition of George W. Wellington end 
others, urging that section 165 of the tax bill be adopted; to the 
Committee on WayN and Means . 

3716. By Mr. ZIHL~IAN: Petition of Prudence E. Colliflower 
and 21 resident of Brunswick, Md., in opposition to the com
pulsory Sunday observance la"·; to the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. 

SENATE 
~fONDAY, Februa'ry 13, 1928 

The Chaplain, Rev. Z~Barney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the 
following prayer : 

Almighty God, who didst guide our fathers in the founding 
of this Republic, and hnE<t granted us an heritage of glorious 
suffering and the strength of chastening trial, make us ever 
mindful of the loving spirit of him whose name to-day is 
honored by a grateful nation. We believe that Thou hast 
appointed us for: the protection of tlle weak and ~ast giyen us 

a potent ministry to all the world. Help us, therefore, to clo.:e 
the wide chasm between the strong and weak, the rich and poor, 
to ca t into it all pride and prejudice, luxury aud lust, the 
~nsolence of riches with the ranco~ of poverty, thnt we mny fill 
1t full and make a highway for the Kin~ to pa s over, and that 
we may build here the holy city foretold by all Thy prophets 
since the world began. 

Grant this for the sake of Him who became poor that we 
migllt be made rich, Je us Chri t our Lord. Amen. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro
ceedings of the legislative day of Thu~sday la8t, when, <to re
que!";t of Mr. CURTIS and by unanimous couseut. the further 
reading was di~pensed with aud the Journal was npproved. 

MESSAGE FRO~£ 1~HE HOlJSE 

A me. ·age from the llou e of Repre entatives, by Mr. Halti
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the Hou ·e had passed a 
bill ( n. R . . 10286) rna kin g- appropriations for the military and 
nonmilitary activities of the War Department for the fiscal 
year ending Jnue 30, 1929, and for <tthet purpo:::;es, in which it 
requested the concuuence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIG"ED 

The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed his 
siguature to the enrolled bill (S. 2656) to establish a minimum 
area for the Shenandoah National Pttrk, for administration, 
protection, and general development by the National Park 
Service. and for other purpo ·es, and it was th<.>~eupon signed 
JJ:r the Yice President. 

C..\LL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. CURTIS. 1\lr. Pre~ iclent, I ~ ugge~t tho aiJ~ ence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will ·call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-· 

tor · answered to their name 
Ashurst Ferris McLean 
Barkle:r !•'letcher ~Icl\laster 
Baynrd Frazier McNary 
Bingham George Mayfield 
Blaek GN·ry Moses 
Blaine Gillett Neely 
Blea»e Glass Norbeck 
Borah Gooding Norris 
Bratton Goulrl Nye 
Brookhart Greene Oddie 
Broussard 11a1e Overman 
Bruce Harris Phipp 
Capper Harrison hne 
Carawav Ilawes Pittman 
Copelap·d Hayden Ransdell 
Couzens Heflin Reed, Mo. 
Curtis Howell Reed. Pa. 
Cutting .Tohn. on Itobinson, A1·k. 
Dale .Tones Uobinson, Ind. 
Deneen Kendrick Sackett 
Edge Kin~ Schall 
Edwards McKellar Sheppard 

Shipstead 
Shortridge 
Simmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
StE'Ck 
StE'iwer 
Stephens 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Trammell 
'Tydings 
Tyson 
·wagoner 
Walsh, Mass. 
Wal h. Mont. 
Warren 
Waterman 
Watson 
Whee let· 
Willis 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-sf'ven Senators 
swered to their name , n quorum is pre ent. 

having an-

HOtTSE BILL REFERRED 

Tlle bill (H. R. 10286) making nppropria tion for the military 
and nonmilitary activities of the War Department for the fisc~l 
year ending June 30, 1929, and for other purposes, wa read twice 
by H title and referred to the Committee on Approprintions. 

LIXOOLN AND THE U~IO~ 

Mr. SMOOT. 1\Ir. President, on the base of the Lincoln 
statue in Chicago are carved these words: 

My paramount object in this struggle is to snve the Union. 

This 'vas Lincoln's rejoinder to Greeley's critici ·m of the 
President's war policy. 

In these few words arE> found tlle key to Lincoln's plan and 
purposes in the struggle between the States-tlle rel>ellio~. 

They are particularly significant in the e times, for they em
phasize the meaning of the Chil War and the importance of 
nationalism. 

Throughout Lincoln's speeches and addresse-s runs the thread 
of the Union and the Nation. Tlle Declaration of Independence 
wns the seed of nationalism; the Federal Con~ titution ,,·as the 
National Union. 

I,incoln said in Philadelphia : 
I have never bad a feeling polit ically th~t did not s pring from the 

~;:entiment embodied in the Declaration of Indt'pendenre . • 

In his first inaugural addre s he said: 
I bold thut in contemplation of universal law, and of the Con titution, 

the Union of the States is perpetual. 

Fo1· many years tlle language of the Constitution and its in~ 
terpretntion was a matter of popular and judicial (lispute. The 
Supreme Court wns established to determine, a far as uch a 
tribunal can dete~;~ne, wbat was the truth. The rights of tlle 
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